^■^r^v-  v  **'*•  \ 


M 

UMTr 


■ 


Digitized  by  the  Internet  Archive 

in  2012  with  funding  from 

LYRASIS  Members  and  Sloan  Foundation 


http://archive.org/details/sugarbulletin19313amer 


THE 


u  U  (j  A 


0£T  5  J 


rcuyer 
_  _^BRoug 

isy  iVKusiirj 


BUL'LE 

Entered  as  second-class  matter  April  13,  1925,  at  the  post  office  at 
New  Orleans,  La.,  under  Act  of  March  6,  1879. 


Vol.  13 


NEW  ORLEANS,  LA.,  OCTOBER  1,  1934 


No.  1 


,      The  Distribution  of  C.  P.  ^8-19  and  C.  P.  a8'ii 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has  been  assigned  the  task  of  fairly  distributing  the  C.  P. 
28-19  and  C.  P.  28-11  seed  cane  recently  released  for  commercial  planting  by  the  Federal  and 
State  Agricultural'  Departments,  and  is  now  engaged  in  a  courageous  attempt  to  discharge  this 
duty. 

There  are  approximately  100  plots  of  these  canes  scattered  throughout  the  Louisiana  sugar 
district,  the  selection  of  the  locations  and  the  selection  of  the  growers  having  been  made  last 
spring  by  Mr.  George  Arceneaux,  Director  of  the  U.  S.  Sugar  Plant  Field  Station  at  Houma  and 
Mr.  W.  G.  Taggart,  Assistant  Director  of  the  Louisiana  Experiment  Station  at  Baton  Rouge.  On 
these  various  plots  there  is  cane  of  the  two  varieties  totalling  some  3500  to  4000  tons,  the  variety 
C.  P.  28-19  largely  predominating.     Applications  for  the  cane  greatly  exceed  the  supply. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  contract  entered  into  between  the  growers  of  these  canes  and  the 
League  the  grower  is  entitled  to  a  priority  claim  on  25%  of  the  tonnage  on  his  plot  and  5%  is 
also  ear-marked  for  distribution  free  in  10  stalk  lots,  so  that  the  cane  available  for  the  regular 
distribution  is  automatically  cut  down  30%.  In  almost  every  case  the  grower  of  the  cane  has 
filed  an  application  for  not  only  his  25%  but  all  of  the  cane  on  his  plot.  Should  the  distributor 
allow  such  applications  to  be  fully  filled  the  result  would  be  no  distribution  at  all,  and  the  100 
growers  would  get  all  the  cane.  Applications  by  the  contracting  growers  for  amounts  in  excess 
of  their  privileged  25%  can  therefore  be  filled  only  to  such  an  extent  as  may  be  possible  after 
other  applicants  are  supplied. 

The  great  disparity  in  the  supply  in  different  localities,  however,  as  compared  with  the  de- 
mand in  the  same  localities,  is  a  feature  of  the  situation  that  makes  the  application  of  any  hard 
and  fast  rule  to  the  whole  territory  impossible.  For  instance,  in  the  Parish  of  St.  Mary,  from 
whence  have  come  applications  for  several  hundred  tons,  there  is  scarcely  100  tons  available  for  dis- 
tribution, and  as  the  St.  Mary  applicants,  with  that  home-loving  propensity  which  distinguishes 
them,  have  many  of  them  specified  that  if  deliveries  cannot  be  made  to  them  from  St.  Mary 
parish  points  they  do  not  want  the  cane  at  all,  they  are  in  a  fair  way  of  getting  none.  On  the 
other  hand  the  cane  in  Lafourche  parish  available  for  distribution  amounts  to  almost  1500  tons, 
but  with  the  complication  that  about  1000  tons  of  it  is  down  at  Cut  Off,  25  miles  below  Raceland 
on  Bayou  Lafourche,  accessible  by  barge  or  truck  only,  and  over  a  dirt  road  part  of  the  way. 
Again  we  find  that  on  the  entire  East  bank  of  the  river  from  New  Orleans  to  Baton  Rouge  the 
available  cane  is  only  90  tons  while  the  applications  from  that  stretch  of  territory  exceed  that 
amount  about  fourfold.  The  arrangement  of  the  plots  and  localities  was  of  course  governed  by 
technical  exigencies. 

Some  of  the  other  difficulties  include  a  false  sense  of  proprietorship  in  the  plots  by  those 
growing  them  and  a  conviction  that  they  have  the  right,  if  they  cannot  keep  all  the  cane  them- 
selves, to  stipulate  exactly  who  shall  get  it.     One  grower  in  the  western  part  of  the  sugar  district 
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has  played  what  he  probably  thinks  is  an  ex- 
cruciatingly funny  practical  joke  on  the  appli- 
cants in  his  vicinity.  He  has  written  the 
League,  in  answer  to  an  inquiry  about  the  ton- 
nage available  on  his  plot,  that  he  has  taken 
the  liberty  of  planting  it  all  himself. 

AH  this  is  written  not  to  beg  any  indulgence 
for  imperfections  in  the  distribution,  nor  to 
seek  any  protection  from  the  slings  and  arrows 
of  complaint  and  criticism  that  may  soon  be- 
gin to  fly,  but  simply  as  a  plain  statement  of 
the  situation.  Should  local  talent  prove  inade- 
quate to  solve  the  puzzle  fairly  we  can  always 
wire  for  King  Solomon. 


Annual  Report  of  President  R.  H. 
Chadwick 


Submitted   at    the    Twelfth   Annual   Meeting   of    the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League,  September  27,  1934 

Gentlemen  of  Our  Organization: 

At  the  time,  one  year  ago,  when  in  your  generosity 
you  did  me  the  very  great  honor  of  electing  me  Presi- 
dent of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  we  had 
just  witnessed  the  long  negotiations  carried  on  in 
Washington  at  the  invitation  of  the  Government  to 
bring  about  the  so-called  "Sugar  Stabilization  Agree- 
ment" and  its  rejection  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture. Since  that  time,  which  represents  all  my  term 
of  office,  our  Industry  has  been  confronted  with  situa- 
tions involving  ideas,  plans,  and  theories,  new  to  all 
of  us.  With  all  the  old  landmarks  gone,  we  have  felt 
that  the  safest  course  to  follow  was  one  of  a  conserva- 
tive but  at  the  same  time,  receptive  policy  towards 
the  proposed  innovations,  at  least  until  they  should 
prove  to  be  of  a  dangerous  or  damaging  character. 
Naturally,  this  has  involved  a  period  of  active  watch- 
fulness. I  have  felt  and  feel  now,  that  in  a  time  of 
uncertainty  and  apprehension  such  as  the  present,  a 
calm  attitude  of  mind  and  a  solid  front  and  united 
purpose  are  the  most  effective  weapons  at  our  com- 
mand. As  I  speak  to  you  now,  I  urge  this  view  of 
the  situation  on  you  with  all  earnestness  and  sincerity. 

Any  attempt  I  might  make  to  review  the  work  of 
pur  Organization  during  the  year  ending  today  would 
e  principally  a  review  of  a  series  of  developments 
y  our  Government  under  the  new  deal  in  its  relation 
^rfo  sugar  and  a  history  of  how  we  have  spent  hours 
and  days  at  a  time  here  and  in  Washington  in  con- 
sidering and  analyzing  these  various  propositions, 
trying  to  assist  in  evolving  a  program  that  would 
protect  and  be  constructive  for  our  Industry.  We 
have  freely  called  on  the  best  brains  among  us  to 
consider  and  digest  scores  of  puzzling  propositions 
and  I  know  you  all  share  with  me  a  feeling  of  grati- 
tude to  those  men  who  have  unselfishly  accepted 
their  selection  by  this  body,  or  by  the  Federal  agen- 
cies, to  assume  the  tremendous  responsibilities  of  sit- 
ting in  conference  on  all  the  vital  and  sometimes, 
obscure  points  that  have  arisen. 

During  the  year,  the  unsettled  situation  which  fol- 
lowed the  rejection  of  the  "Sugar  Stabilization  Agree- 
ment" by  Secretary  Wallace  has  been  followed  by  the 
enactment  of  the  Jones-Costigan  Bill,  making  sugar 
cane  and  sugar  beets  basic  agricultural  commodities 
and  after  the  passage  of  that  Law,  the  rules  and 
regulations  governing  its  application  to  our  Industry 
have  necessarily  come  thicker  and  faster  until  now 
we  find  ourselves  in  the  final  stages  of  their  prepara- 
tion and  adoption.  Within  the  near  future,  we  shall 
all  of  us  cane  growers  and  processors  be  operating 
under  conditions  that  two  years  ago  we  never 
dreamed  of.  The  acreage  we  may  plant  in  cane  will 
no  longer  be  a  question  entirely  of  our  will  or  finances 
but  will  be  determined  by  an  expert  analysis  of  the 
economics  of  the  Sugar  Industry  as  seen  by  the  ad- 
ministrators of  the  New  Deal.  The  basis  on  which 
cane  is   to   be   brought   and   sold   my   be   determined 
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largely  by  the  ideas  and  opinions  of  a  group  of  Fed- 
eral economists  based  on  their  investigations  here  and 
on  the  facts  and  figures  we  have  been  able  to  supply 
them. 

The  sale  of  our  sugar  will  be  surrounded  by 
changed  conditions,  all  of  which  we  can  only  hope 
will  prove  to  be  of  a  beneficial  and  constructive 
character.  With  the  Legislation  that  has  been  passed, 
the  responsibility  as  I  see  it  is  ours  to  cooperate  with 
the  officials  of  the  Government  and  assist  so  far  as 
we  can  in  developing  the  plan  as  it  affects  Louisiana 
along  practical  lines  that  will  provide  the  greatest 
benefit  to  our  Industry. 

Turning  now  to  the  more  commonplace  accomplish- 
ments of  our  Organization  during  the  year,  I  find 
that  taking  them  chronologically,  we  celebrated  with 
due  ceremony  the  dedication  of  the  Laboratory  Build- 
ings belonging  to  us  at  Houma,  to  the  memory  of 
the  late,  Dr.  William  Carter  Stubbs. 

We  sold  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  a 
block  of  some  40,000  tons  of  Louisiana  raw  sugar 
last  year  to  the  great  advantage  of  every  producer 
of  raw  sugar  in  Louisiana. 

We  advocated  or  contested,  as  the  case  might  be, 
many  changes  or  modifications  in  freight  rates  affect- 
ing our  Industry. 

We  fairly  and  equitably,  distributed  the  released 
variety  of  cane,  CO  290  and  at  the  present  time,  we 
are  in  the  midst  of  the  fair  and  equitable  distribution 
of  the  varieties  CP  28-11  and  CP  28-19,  an  under- 
taking so  complex  that  one  not  actually  engaged  in 
it,  cannot  fully   realize   the   difficulties. 

We  took  an  active  part  in  bringing  about  Legisla- 
tion for  Philippine  independence. 

Our  Washington  office  has  and  is  rendering  out- 
standing service  to  our  Industry.  We  have  col- 
laborated through  our  Contact  Committee  with  the 
scientists  of  the  State  and  Federal  Experiment  Sta- 
tions in  the  prosecution  of  their  work  with  the  aim 
of  leading  it  along  the  most  practical  and  serviceable 
lines  to  our  people. 

We  have  printed  and  circulated  among  our  mem- 
bers in  our  Bulletin  some  200,000  words  of  informa- 
tive and  instructive  material. 

Lastly,  we  have  even  in  the  face  of  the  extraordi- 
nary expenses  entailed  on  us  by  the  Washington  sit- 
uation, been  prepared  to  meet  and  have  met  every 
financial  demand  as  it  arose.  That  sort  of  service 
is  a  point  of  pride  with  us.  In  that  respect,  we  have 
never  failed  in  the  past  and  must  not,  in  the  future. 

Finally,  it  is  a  great  pleasure  to  me  to  say  that 
several  factories  that  have  not  in  the  past  been  mem- 
bers of  our  Organization,  have  recently  joined  and 
with  their  cooperation,  this  will  insure  an  increased 
number  of  grower  members. 

This  report  has  now  reached  a  length  that  I  know 
is  threatening  your  patience  and  I  conclude  it  with  an 
expression  of  my  grateful  appfeciation  for  the  cour- 
tesy and  support  you  have  all  shown  me  during  the 
past  twelve  months. 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN  MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 

(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,    La. 
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By   W.  E.  Hinds,  Entomologist,  Louisiana  State 
Experiment  Station 

The  importance  of  planting  borer-free  seed  cane 
has  been  appreciated  by  most  of  those  who  have 
studied  the  problem  of  borer  control  in  Louisiana. 
The  borer  passes  the  winter  only  in  the  caterpillar 
stage  within  the  stalks  of  cane,  corn  or  grasses.  The 
major  portion  of  the  borers  surviving  are  in  the  cane 
trash  left  after  harvesting.  Very  few  survive  in  the 
stubble  as  cane  is  now  cut  in  Louisiana. 

The  second  important  source  of  survival  of  borers 
is  in  planted  cane  where  infested  seed  is  used.  If 
care  is  taken  to  secure  seed  from  fields  that  are  prac- 
tically borer  free  the  survival  of  borers,  and  the  ini- 
tial infestation  in  the  plant  cane  crop,  is  reduced 
accordingly.  Furthermore,  the  stand  of  cane  secured 
is  improved  and  in  many  cases  an  important  saving 
is  made  in  the  amount  of  seed  required  to  secure  a 
full  stand. 

Careful  tests  were  made  by  the  entomologists  of 
the  experiment  stations  to  determine  the  effect  of 
borer  infestation  upon  the  value  of  seed  cane  under 
plantation  conditions  at  Cinclare  in  1928  to  1929.  A 
loss  of  9%,  or  nearly  3  tons  of  cane  per  acre  resulted 
where  "lightly  infested  seed"  was  used.  At  the 
Sugar  Experiment  Station  in  1931  to  1932  six  varie- 
ties were  tested  using  "borer  free",  "medium",  and 
"heavily  bored"  seed.  Replicated  plats  were  used  and 
careful  counts  were  made  to  show  the  total  number 
of  apparently  good  eyes,  bored  eyes,  and  bored  joints 
included  in  each  plat.  All  plats  were  planted  with 
single  running  stalk,  placed  butt  to  tip. 

The  amount  of  seed  used  per  acre  ranged  from 
1,837  pounds  with  C.  P.  807  to  3,240  pounds  with  Co. 
290  and  was  approximately  2,200  pounds  per  acre 
with  Co.  281  and  the  three  P.  O.  J.  varieties,  234, 
213,  and  36  M.  Excellent  stands  were  secured  in  all 
plats  where  borer-free  seed  was  used.  Many  "skips" 
occurred  especially  in  the  heavily  infested  plats. 

At  harvest  time  the  average  yields  secured  from 
"medium"  and  "heavy"  infestations  were  consistently 
much  less,  than  from  the  "borer-free"  plats.  The 
differences  were  very  striking  as  the  infestations  in 
seed  cane  increased  from  "medium"  to  "heavy".  The 
difference  is  shown  most  conclusively  in  taking  an 
average  for  all  "borer-free"  plats  as  the  base.  This 
showed  an  average  of  55,470  pounds  of  cane  har- 
vested per  acre  from  this  single  stalk  planting.  On 
the  average  the  difference  of  10,336  pounds — over  5 
tons — was  the  loss  attributed  directly  to  planting  the 
more  heavily  infested  seed. 

The  average  grower  would  consider  a  yield  of 
nearly  23  tons  per  acre  as  quite  satisfactory  if  he  did 
not  know  that  by  planting  only  sound  seed  he  might 
have  gotten  28  tons  instead.  Such  figures  form  the 
basis  for  a  strong  recommendation  for  planting  only 
borer-free  seed  cane  and  show  that  it  is  worthwhile 
to  make  a  long  haul  if  thereby  such  cane  may  be 
secured.  The  value  of  using  sound  seed  continues 
through  the  better  stands  in  succeeding  stubble  crops. 
This  is  likely  to  be  true  particularly  with  the  new 
varieties  where  several  stubble  crops  may  be  secured. 


Louisiana  Sugarcane  Growers  Of- 
fered 5  Options  for  Choosing 
Base  Period 

(Official  release  of  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture.) 

Louisiana  sugarcane  growers  are  to  have  their 
choice  of  five  different  base  periods  in  determining 
their  individual  farm  production  allotments  under  the 
sugar  adjustment  program  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Administration  in  Louisiana,  John  E.  Dalton, 
chief  of  the  sugar  section,  announced  today  (Sep- 
tember 25th). 

Farmers  with  past  production  records  may  choose 
a  five-year,  four-year,  three-year,  or  two-year  aver- 
age, or  a  percentage  of  a  single  year.  In  addition, 
a  limited  number  of  small  landowners  who  are  not 
now  growing  sugarcane,  may  be  given  small  allot- 
ments. 

"Announcement  of  the  five  options,  which  offer 
growers  considerable  freedom  in  selecting  the  basis 
for  their  operations  under  the  sugar  program  will  be 
of  material  aid  to  growers,  now  ready  to  plant  for 
1935,"  Mr.  Dalton  said. 

"Contracts  will  be  offered  to  Louisiana  sugarcane 
growers  soon,"  Mr.  Dalton  said.  "However,  with 
these  options  announced  growers  can  compute  almost 
exactly  how  much  cane  to  plant  for  1935.  Meetings 
of  growers  have  already  been  held  in  the  main  sugar 
producing  parishes,  and  past  production  records 
worked  out  for  individual  growers.  This  field  work 
was  under  the  active  direction  of  Director  J.  W. 
Bateman  and  M.  J.  Voorhies  of  the  Louisiana  State 
Extension  Service.  Mr.  Voorhies  has  been  in  Wash- 
ington assisting  in  working  out  the  options  after  com- 
plete computations  were  made  of  the  individual 
records. 

"These  five  options  allow  each  grower  to  select  a 
base  period  which  is  most  advantageous  for  him.  If 
every  grower  takes  the  best  possible  option  for  his 
particular  situation,  the  total  allotment,  under  average 
conditions,  should  produce  approximately  the  official 
quota  of  sugar  for  the  state.  Each  grower  is  expected 
to  take  the  option  that  will  give  him  the  best  allot- 
ment." 

The  acres  necessary  to  give  the  production  chosen 
from  these  options  by  growers  with  past  production 
histories  will  be  the  amount  that  growers  will  plant 
and  harvest  under  the  benefit  payment  contract. 
However,   if  the  total   acreage   and   production   allot- 
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Will  Sell  at  Bargain 

The   Industrial   Materials  Co., 

1017  McCall  St.,  Houston,  Texas 


ments,  resulting  from  the  application  of  these  options 
to  the  individual  farms,  is  more  or  less  than  the  acre- 
age and  production  quota  for  Louisiana,  a  pro  rata 
increase  or  decrease  will  be  made.  However,  it  is, 
expected  that  such  adjustments  will  be  within  a  10 
per  cent  margin. 

The  options  from  which  the  grower  may  select  his 
production  base,  and  from  which  his  corresponding 
acreage  will  be  computed,  are  as  follows: 

(a)  Five-Year  Average:  The  average  production 
of  1929,  1930,  1931,  1932  and  1933  provided  sugar- 
cane was  grown  on  the  land  in  1932  and/or  1933. 

(b)  Four-Year  Average:  The  average  production 
of  1930,  1931,  1932  and  1933,  provided  sugarcane  was 
grown  on  the  land  in  1932  and/or  1933. 

(c)  Three-Year  Average:  The  average  produc- 
tion of  1931,  1932  and  1933,  provided  sugarcane  was 
grown  on  the  land  in  1932  and/or  1933. 

(d)  Two-Year  Average:  The  average  production 
of  1932  and  1933. 

(e)  Single  Year:  Seventy  per  cent  of  the  produc- 
tion of  1933  or  1934. 

In  addition  to  growers  who  can  qualify  under  these 
options,  a  limited  number  of  small  land  owners  who 
cannot  qualify  under  the  above  options,  and  whose 
land  is  in  condition  for  growing  sugarcane  will  be 
given  allotments,  not  to  exceed  100  tons  per  farm. 

Cane  for  processing  in  sugar  factories  ordinarily 
making  sugar  must  have  been  produced  on  the  land 
in  either  1932  or  1933  to  entitle  the  grower  to  use 
the  five-year  average,  1929-33;  the  four-year  aver- 
age, 1930-33;  or  the  three-year  average  1931-33. 

If  1929  is  used  as  the  initial  year  of  the  five-year 
base,  the  grower  must  divide  the  total  production  by 
five.  Likewise,  if  1930,  1931  or  1932  is  used  as  the 
initial  year,  the  grower  must  divide  the  total  produc- 
tion by  four,  three  or  two,  respectively.  This  means 
that  if  there  were  no  production  in  either  1932  or 
1933,  the  total  production  would  have  to  be  divided 
by  the  number  of  years  in  that  average.  For  _  in- 
stance, if  there  were  no  1932  production  and  the  five- 
year  average  were  used,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
divide  the  production  of  the  four  years  of  1929, 
1930,  1931  and  1933  by  five  to  get  the  average. 

Seventy  per  cent  of  either  the  1933  or  1934  pro- 
duction may  be  used  if  the  grower  finds  this  more 
advantageous  than  any  of  the  averages. 

The  options  were  determined  from  a  study  of  the, 
production  record  of  each  individual  grower  for  the 
last  five  years.  Since  the  acreage  of  sugarcane  in 
Louisiana  is  already  sufficient  to  produce  the  full 
sugar  allotment  for  the  State,  it  was  necessary  that 
all  growers  be  put  on  the  same  basis  in  prorating 
the  acreage. 

"This  will  prevent  some  growers  from  planting  as 
much  sugarcane  as  they  would  like  to  plant,"  Mr. 
Dalton  said,  "and  it  will  result  in  reducing  slightly, 
the  acreage  of  those  growers  whose  acreage  in  the 
last  five  years  has  increased  more  rapidly  than  the 
average.  However,  it  is  not  believed  that  the  reduc- 
tion in  any  individual  case  will  be  such  as  to  disrupt 
farming  operations  as  shown  by  the  history  of  the 
last  five  years  of  that  farm.  It  is  expected  that  some 
slight  readjustments  in  production  will  be  necessary." 

Growers  may  get  further  information  regarding  the 
options  and  their  plantings  for  1935  from  their  county 
agricultural  agents  or  from  the  Louisiana  State  Ex- 
tension Service. 
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A  A  A  Is  Developing  Program  to 

Aid  Producers  of  Sugarcane 

for  Syrup 

{Official  release  of  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture.) 

Plans  for  a  program  for  commercial  producers  of 
sugarcane  for  syrup  are  being  developed  by  the  Sugar 
Section,  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration 
announced  today  (September  15th). 

As  a  preliminary  step,  questionnaires  have  been 
sent  to  syrup  mills  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  basic 
information  as  to  the  tonnage  of  cane  purchased  for 
syrup,  the  number  of  gallons  of  syrup  made  by  mills 
operating  on  a  gallonage  basis,  and  other  data. 

It  is  anticipated  that  the  syrup  program  will  in- 
clude a  contract  between  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
and  commercial  producers  of  sugarcane  for  syrups. 
Under  the  contract,  payments  may  be  made  to  coop- 
erating eligible  growers  who  deliver  cane  to  syrup 
mills  in  1934. 

It  was  also  announced  that  payments  to  eligible 
sugarcane  producers  in  Louisiana  whose  cane  is  lsed 
for  syrup  by  mills  ordinarily  making  sugar  would  be 
made  through  the  sugarcane  program  for  Louisiana 
which  is  now  under  way.  All  other  eligible  producers 
of  sugarcane  for  syrup  in  Louisiana  and  other  states 
will  receive  payments  through  the  regular  sugarcane 
for  syrup  program. 

Syrups  made  from  sorghum  cane  are  excluded  from 
the  sugar  operations  under  the  Costigan-Jones  Act, 
and  therefore  are  not  involved  in  this  program. 


Billets  Doux 


New  Orleans,   Sept.  14,  1934. 
Louisiana    Sugar   &    Rice    Exchange, 
New  Orleans,  La. 
Dear    Sirs: 

We  have  been  asked  by  Mr.  Godchaux  to  obtain  from  you  the 
average  price  on  which  cane  settlements  were  based  during  the 
grinding  seasons  of  1900,  1010,  1911,  1912,  1913.  If  you  can  sup- 
ply, kindly  mail   same  to  me. 

Yours    truly, 
(Signed)     Reginald    Dykers, 

Vice  President  &  General  Manager 
American  Sugar  Cane  League. 

New    Orleans,    Sept.    17,    1934. 
Mr.   Reginald   Dykers,   V.   P.  &  General  Manager, 
American   Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.  S.  A.,   Inc., 
New  Orleans,  La. 
Dear  Sir: 

Acting   under    iastructions    of   our    President    Mr.    Armand    J. 
Scully,    this   Exchange  will   not   furnish    any    statistical    informa- 
tion  to  anyone   not   a  Member  of  this   Exchange.     This   letter  is 
in  answer  to  your  request  of  September  14th,  1934. 
Yours   very   truly, 
(Signed)     John    Brown. 

ACTING     SECRETARY. 

The  Louisiana  Sugar  and  Rice  Exchange  is  draped 
like  a  gray  lichen  over  the  corner  of  Front  and 
Bienville  Streets  in  New  Orleans.  It  has  this  in  com- 
mon with  the  neighborhood,  that  a  long  time  ago 
they  both  echoed  the  footfalls  of  many  busy,  im- 
portant and  capable  people. 

The  information  requested  was  for  use  in  connec- 
tion with  our  negotiations  with  the  Government  con- 
cerning the  amount  of  the  forthcoming  benefit  pay- 
ments to  the  cane  growers  in  Louisiana  and  to  make 
certain  that  these  shall  be  calculated  on  the  highest 
basis  that  is  consistent  with  the  facts.  In  its  musty 
archives  the  Louisiana  Sugar  and  Rice  Exchange  is 
supposed  to  have  the  data  asked  for. 

If  it  is  really  true  that  "handsome  is  as  handsome 
does"  the  lustre  and  beauty  of  the  past  can  never  be 
regained  by  merely  wearing  a  high  hat  in  the  present. 
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Annual  Meeting  of  the  League 

The  Annual  Meeting  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League  was  held  Thursday  afternoon,  September  27th, 
1934,  at  407  Carondelet  St.,  New  Orleans.  There  were 
about  80  members  present.  Mr.  R.  H.  Chadwick,  the 
President  of  the  League,  acted  as  Chairman.  The  meet- 
ing was  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman. 

The  Annual  Report  of  the  President  was  submitted 
and  is  published  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the  SUGAR 
BULLETIN. 

Mr.  Frank  L.  Barker,  the  Treasurer,  stated  that  the 
books  of  the  organization  had  been  audited  by  Mr.  H.  J. 
Mulligan,  Certified  Public  Accountant.  Mr.  Barker  read 
report  of  Financial  Condition  of  the  League  from  the 
Audit  Report  and  then  placed  the  report  on  the  table 
and  stated  that  any  member  who  wished  to  look  into 
it   and   get  further   details   was   privileged   to    do    so. 

Mr.  J.  C.  LeBourgeois,  Chairman  of  the  Freight  Rate 
Committee,  made  a  verbal  report  on  the  accomplishments 
of  the  League  in  regard  to  freight  rates  during  the  past 
year. 

The  Chairman  stated  that  Mr.  H.  Langdon  Laws,  First 
Vice  President,  was  not  present  and  requested  Mr.  R.  L. 
Baker,  the   Second  Vice   President,   to   say  a  few  words. 

Mr.  Baker  responded  suitably.  Mr.  Ernest  Burguieres, 
the  Third  Vice  President  and  a  former  President  of  the 
League,  was  then  called  on  and  addressed  the  meeting 
briefly. 

Mr.  Charles  E.  Coates,  Dean  of  the  College  of  Pure 
and  Applied  Science,  Louisiana  State  University,  was 
called  on  and  made  a  brief  talk. 

Mr.  W.  G.  Taggart,  Assistant  Director  of  the  Louisiana 
Experiment  Station,  spoke  on  the  newly  released  varie- 
ties of  cane,  C.  P.  28-19  and  C.  P.  28-11. 

The  Chairman  then  stated  that  the  election  of  officers 
and  members  of  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  League 
was  now  in  order  and  nominations  were  requested. 

Mr.  Leon  Landry  of  Iberia  Parish,  a  leading  cane 
grower  of  the  Western  District,  asked  for  the  floor  and 
was  recognized.  Mr.  Landry  stated,  "Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  place  in  nomination  the  same  officers  and  mem- 
bers of  the  Executive  Committee  that  we  had  last  year. 
More  than  ever  before  we  need  a  united  front.  The 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  through  these  officers  has 
served  us  well.  Through  these  men  the  League  has 
gained  recognition  at  Washington  and  I  have  seen  them 
at  work  and  I  assure  you  they  have  taken  care  of  both 
the  interest  of  the  factory  and  the  cane  grower.  As  a 
grower,  I  want  to  assure  you  that  the  growers  are  well 
represented.     I  place  in  nomination  for: 

President Mr.  R.  H.  Chadwick 

1st  Vice  President . Mr.  H.  Langdon  Laws 

2nd  Vice  President ...Mr.  R.  L.  Baker 

3d  Vice  President Mr.  E.  A.  Burguieres 

4th  Vice  President .Mr.   C.  J.  BourK 

5th  Vice  President  and  Gen.  Mgr.___ Mr.  Reginald  Dykers 

Treasurer ___.Mr.   Frank  L.   Barker 


Executive    Committee 

Mr.  Louis  J.  Wilbert 

Mr.  Jules  Godchaux 

Mr.   William   McCollam 

Mr.  J.  C.  LeBourgeois 

Mr.  Edward  J.  Gay 

Mr.  Percy  A.  Lemann 

Mr.  Wallace  Kemper 

Mr.  E.  A.  Rainold 

Mr.   Stephen   C.  Munson 

Mr.  Lewis  E.  Murrell 

Dr.  W.  D.  Haas 

Mr.  Dubourg  Thibaut 

Mr.  George  Billeaud 

Mr.  Albert  Levert 

Mr.  C.  D.  Kemper 

Mr.  J.   W.   Jay 

Mr.  D.  W.  Pipes,  Jr. 

Mr.   E.   N.  Kearny 

Mr.  Robert  E.  LeBlanc 

Mr.  Ulysse  Landry 
The    nominations    were    all    seconded    by    Mr.    Harry 
Pitcher. 

The  Chair  asked  if  there  were  any  other  nominations. 
There  were  none  and  a  vote  on  the  nominations  offered 
by  Mr.  Landry  was  called  for.  The  ayes  were  unanimous 
and  the  nominees  of  Mr.  Landry  were  declared  elected 
Mr.  Chadwick  thanked  the  members  for  his  re-election 
in  a  brief  address. 

Dr.  M.  V.  Marmande  here  took  the  floor  and  stated, 
"Gentlemen,  you  have  just  had  an  election  of  officers 
and  I  think  the  men  who  were  elected  to  office  should 
have  been  elected.  I  think  that  at  some  future  time  it 
might  be  timely  and  wise  to  have  an  amendment  of  the 
charter.  I  think  We  should  give  thought  to  this  at  some 
future  time  after  this  crop  is  saved  and  we  know  where 
we  are.  I  think  there  ought  to  be  at  least  six  more 
cane  growers  added  to  your  list  of  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee. We  ought  to  have  better  contact  with  the  cane 
growers  and  they  ought  to  have  more  interest  in  the 
affairs  of  the  League.  One  of  the  ways  we  can  interest 
cane  growers  is  to  have  them  become  a  more  integral 
part  of  our  organization.  We  could  have  meetings  in 
the  country  and  have  these  men  get  together  and  let 
them  know  what  the  League  is  doing.  I  think  some 
good  might  come  of  it,  and  I  ask  that  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee give  this   some  thought." 

Mr.  Chadwick  thanked  Mr.  Marmande  for  his  sugges- 
tion and  stated  that  it  would  have  the  attention  of  the 
Executive  Committee. 

Mr.  C.  J.  Bourg,  the  4th  Vice  President  and  Washington 
Representative  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  was 
called  on.  Mr.  Bourg  stated  that  he  would  be  glad  to 
answer  any  questions  asked  him  on  the  Washington 
situation,  so  far  as  he  could.  Mr.  Bourg  stated  that  a 
report  would  be  made  by  the  Committee  appointed  to 
study  the  Louisiana  sugar  cane  acreage  and  production 
contract.  He  said  that  the  contract  is  the  contract  which 
the  grower  will  sign  with  the  Government — the  benefit 
payment  contract.  It  had  been  submitted  by  the  Sugar 
Section  of  the  A.  A.  A.,  but  was  by  no  means  final.  It 
is   a   rough    draft   and   is   marked    "preliminary,   confideh- 
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tial,  and  not  for  publication."  The  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  .League  to  study  the 
contract  is  composed  of  three  processors  and  three  cane 
growers  as  follows:  Mr.  Juies  Godchaux,  Chairman, 
Mr.  B.  N.  Kearny,  Mr.  L.  A.  Burguieres,  processors,  and 
Mr.  Percy  Lemanu,  Mr.  Leon  Laudry  and  Mr.  Jack  Shaf- 
fer, cane  growers. 

Mr.  Jules  Godchaux,  Chairman,  read  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee;  each  paragraph  referred  to  m 
their  recommendations  being  first  read  as  it  appears  in 
the  text  furnished  by  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  A.  A.  A., 
and   then   the   recommendation    being   read. 

Each  of  the  recommendations  was  voted  on  by  the 
meeting    and    unanimously    approved. 

Mr.  Jules  Godchaux  suggested  that  Mr.  Bourg  leave 
for  Washington  as  soon  as  possible  and  try  to  put  this 
amended  contract  through.  Mr.  Bourg  stated  that  Mr. 
Voorhies  will  be  in  Baton  Rouge  Saturday  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  important  for  him  to  get  in  touch  with  Mr. 
Voorhies  in  order  to  find  out  the  latest  developments. 
Mr.  Bourg  stated  that  he  planned  to  leave  for  Washing- 
ton immediately  thereafter. 

A  motion  was  offered  by  Mr.  C.  D.  Kemper  that  this 
meeting  adopt  the  report  of  the  committee  of  six,  three 
cane  growers  and  three  processors,  and  thank  them  for 
their  report,  and  that  the  committee  be  clothed  with 
authority  of  the  League  to  proceed  and  do  all  they  can 
to  have  this  contract,  with  the  amendments  suggested 
by   them,   adopted. 

The  motion  was  seconded  by  Mr.  George  Billeaud  and 
unanimously    carried. 

Mr.  Jules  Godchaux  stated  that  there  was  a  very  im- 
portant matter  he  would  like  to  discuss  with  this  meet- 
ing which  had  just  come  to  the  attention  of  his  com- 
pany. He  stated  that  his  company  and  all  other  re- 
finers in  the  United  States  had  received  a  telegram 
inviting  each  refinery  to  buy  Cuban  raws  at  a  reduced 
price  through  the  Cuban  Sugar  Committee  which  has 
charge  of  the  sale  of  Cuban  sugar.  He  stated  that  in 
behalf  of  Godchaux  Sugars,  Inc.,  they  had  replied  that 
while  they  were  in  sympathy  with  the  plan  mentioned 
they  were  not  in  a  position  to  take  other  than  Louisiana 
raws  and  were  conserving  their  purchasing  power  to  take 
care  of  Louisiana  products.  Mr.  Godchaux  stated  that 
they  had  taken  the  matter  up  with  the  Henderson  Re- 
finery and  with  Sterling  Sugars,  Inc.,  and  they  had  all 
agreed  to  send  the  same  answer.  Mr.  Godchaux  stated 
that  they  had  received  a  reply  that  all  refiners  were 
requested  to  participate  and  that  if  his  company  would 
take  a  nominal  amount  of  the  Cuban  raws  it  would  be 
appreciated.  Mr.  Godchaux  stated  that  he  wished  to 
have  an  expression  from  this  meeting  as  to  whether  it 
would  be  considered  a  breach  of  faith  for  his  company 
to  enter  into  this  plan  with  the  idea  of  maintaining  the 
price.  He  said  that  they  had  not  answered  the  tele- 
gram, thinking  it  best  to  bring  the  matter  up  before 
this  meeting. 

Mr.  Kemper  stated  that  as  a  matter  of  principle  the 
Louisiana  refineries  should  not  take  any  sugar  which 
would  displace  one  pound  of  Louisiana  sugar.  Mr.  God- 
chaux stated  that  was  also  the  position  of  his  company. 

A  motion  was  offered  by  Mr.  E.  A.  Burguieres  that 
the  League  file  a  strong  protest  with  the  Sugar  Section 
of  the  A.  A.  A.,  against  the  Cubans  taking  less  than  their 
preferential,  and  attempting  to  do  it  through  the  Cuban 
Sugar  Committee  offering  such  sales  to  American  re- 
finers. The  motion  was  seconded  by  Mr.  Barker  and 
unanimously   carried. 

The  General  Manager  of  the  League  was  requested  to 
furnish  all  refineries  in  Louisiana  with  copy  of  the  tele- 
gram which  the  League  would  send  to  the  Sugar  Section 
of  the  A.  A.  A.,  protesting  the  plan. 

A  motion  was  offered  by  Mr.  Walter  Godchaux  that 
the  League  ask  for  a  ruling  from  Washington  whereby 
a  Louisiana  cane  grower  will  be  permitted  to  sell  some 
seed  cane  and  not  lose  his  benefit  payment,  and  will 
also  get  the  benefit  of  that  production  even  though  not 
produced  in  that  year,  in  figuring  his  ability  to  produce 
In  1935,  and  that  in  the  case  of  a  grower  who  delivers 
seed  cane  to  farmers  by  exchanging  in  kind  with  them 
and  delivered  to  a  factory  in  his  name  and  ground  for 
his  account,  that  the  grower  receive  his  benefit  pay- 
ments on  this  cane  delivered  by  a  third  party  for  his 
account.  The  motion  was  seconded  by  Mr.  E.  A.  Bur- 
guieres and  carried.     Mr.  Bourg  was  requested  to  handle 


this  matter  personally  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Burguieres  requested  that  the  Chair  ask  for  a  re- 
port from  the  committee  selected  at  Baton  Rouge  to 
study  the  contract  between  the  processors  and  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  Chadwick  asked  for  a  report  from  Mr.  Leon  Lan- 
dry, a  member  of  the  Committee  representing  the  cane 
growers.  Mr.  Landry  stated  that  he  preferred  that  one 
of  the  processors  on  the  committee  submit  report  first 
and   Mr.   Frank  Barker  was  called  on. 

Mr.  Barker  stated  that  a  general  meeting  was  held 
in  Baton  Rouge  Thursday,  September  14th,  at  which  i 
was  decided  to  select  five  cane  growers  and  five  proi 
sors  to  serve  on  a  committee  to  work  on  the  contract. 
The  factory  representatives  and  the  cane  growers  had 
then  held  meetings  in  separate  rooms  and  elected  their 
respective  representatives.  The  committee  selected  was 
composed  of  five  processors  and  five  cane  growers  as 
follows:  Cane  growers:  Leon  Landry,  Percy  Lemann, 
W.  C.  Morrison,  W.  F.  Giles  and  Jack  Shaffer;  Pro- 
cessors: C.  D.  Kemper,  Carl  Nadler,  V.  L.  Caldwell, 
Harry  Row  and  Frank  Barker.  Mr.  Barker  stated  that 
the  committee  had  then  met  with  the  representatives  of 
the  Sugar  Section  of  the  A.  A.  A.,  and  that  the  meat  of 
the  contract  was  contained  in  a  table  incorporated  in 
the  contract  which  had  been  agreed  on  between  the  com- 
mittee and  the  Government  representatives,  only  one 
member  of  the  committee  voting  against  it.  Mr.  Barker 
read  and  explained  the  table  referred  to.  Mr.  Barker 
explained  the  contract  is  for  one  year  and  not  for  three 
years. 

Mr.  Leon  Landry  made  a  report  as  a  representative 
of  the  cane  growers  and  stated  that  the  principal  thing 
required  by  the  growers  is  that  they  have  representation 
when  the  analysis  of  the   cane  is  taken. 

Mr.  George  Billeaud  explained  the  position  of  the 
Western   district. 

Some  discussion  followed.  It  was  explained  that  the 
Committee  mentioned  above  of  five  processors  and  five 
cane  growers  was  not  a  committee  of  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League  but  one  selected  by  a  general  meeting  of 
the  industry  in  Baton  Rouge. 

A  motion  was  offered  by  Mr.  Jules  Godchaux  that  the 
Committee  of  five  processors  and  five  cane  growers  be 
requested,  when  they  receive  the  contract  back  from 
Washington,  if  they  find  that  it  in  any  way  deviates 
from  their  agreement  made  in  Baton  Rouge  with  the 
representatives  of  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  A.  A.  A., 
to  take  such  action  as  they  deem  necessary. 

The  motion  was  seconded  by  Hon.  E.  J.  Gay,  and 
carried. 

The  question  was  called  and  all  voted  "aye".  Mr. 
E.  A.  Burguieres  explaining  his  vote  as  follows:  "I 
understand  when  the  contract  will  come  down  it  will  be 
1.91.  With  that  thought  in  mind  I  vote  yes.  Otherwise 
I  object." 

Mr.  Richard  Murphy  of  the  State  Agricultural  Credit 
Corporation  was  asked  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard  to 
benefit  payments  as  they  apply  to  loans  to  the  cane 
farmers,  and   Mr.  Murphy  made  a  report  on  the   matter. 

After  some   further   discussion   the  meeting   adjourne;h 
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Washington  Reports  Progress 


By  C  J. 

Recently  at  Baton  Rouge  the  writer  made  the  state- 
ment that  "nothing  is  ever  final  in  Washington." 
There  has  been  no  better  demonstration  of  this  than 
the  situation  which  now  seems  to  confront  Louisiana 
with  regard  to  the  Benefit  Payment  Contract  as  well 
as  the  Cane  Purchasing  Contract. 

The  status  of  each  of  these  contracts  might  well 
be  expressed  as  "the  provisions  have  been  agreed 
upon  in  principle  but  the  details  have  not  yet  been 
finally  determined." 

There  has  been  no  change  with  regard  to  the  op- 
tions that  were  announced  by  Dr.  John  E.  Dalton  on 
September  25th.  Reproduced  in  the  Sugar  Bulletin 
issue  of  October  1,  1934.  The  recommendations  of 
the  committee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League, 
with  regard  to  the  options  which  were  approved  at 
the  Annual  Meeting,  have  been  presented  and  im- 
pressed upon  the  officials  of  the  Sugar  Section. 

They  are  as  follows: 

"3.  The  base  sugar  cane  acreage  for  processing 
shall  be  one  of  the  following: 

(1)  The  acreage  of  any  one  of  the  past  six  years 
including  1934. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  grower  having  acreage  only  for 
1934  crop  without  previous  record  during  said  six 
years,  he  shall  have  a  total  acreage  of  plant  and 
stubble  cane  not  to  exceed  50%  increase  over  his 
1934  acreage. 

(3)  Since  the  options  under  (1)  and  (2)  above 
will  not  cause  production  of  sugar  in  excess  of  the 
allotment  to  which  Louisiana  is  entitled  under  the 
Jones-Costigan  Act,  new  farmers  be  permitted  to  har- 
vest cane  for  processing  in  1935  and  1936  from  such 
restricted  acreage  as  will  keep  sugar  production  in 
Louisiana  during  1935  and  1936  within  provisions  of 
Section  8a  (1)  (B)  and  (C)  of  said  Act,  provided 
however  that  the  old  grower  who  chooses  one  of  the 
options  under  (1)  and  (2)  shall  be  permitted  to  round 
out  an  efficient  cane  farming  plan  before  allotments 
are  made  to  new  growers." 

There  is  one  development  in  connection  with  the 
Benefit  Payment  Contract  which  we  believe  will  be 
found  in  the  contract  which  is  finally  approved,  that 


Bourg 
will  be  welcome  news  to  cane  growers  and  will  be  in 
the  nature  of  an  accomplishment  for  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League.  We  refer  to  the  present  inten- 
tion of  the  A.A.A.  to  make  an  advance  payment  on 
the  acreage  of  each  producer  at  the  rate  of  one 
dollar  per  ton  for  the  estimated  production  of  each 
farm.  It  will  be  remembered  that  at  various  times 
some  arbitrary  figure  like  eight  or  ten  dollars  an  acre 
was  mentioned.  Now  it  seems  that  the  basis  for  the 
advance  payment  will  be  the  estimated  production, 
based  upon  previous  experience,  per  acre  of  each 
farmer.  Should  the  average  production  of  the  State 
for  the  past  five  years  be  used,  this  payment  would 
amount  to  more  than  fifteen  dollars  per  acre.  Should 
the  individual  record  of  each  farmer  be  used,  the  re- 
sult would  be  based  upon  his  past  performance.  As 
is  usual  with  all  good  news,  we  have  the  disappoint- 
ment of  a  postponement  of  the  time  when  this  ad- 
vance payment  is  likely  to  be  made.  Necessarily,  no 
advance  payment  can  be  made  until  the  Benefit  Pay- 
ment Contract  has  been  first  submitted  to  the  cane 
growers  and  accepted  by  them,  with  a  definite  agree- 
ment as  to  what  the  base  acreage  and  base  produc- 
tion of  each  farmer  is;  then  must  follow  a  period  of 
about  thirty  days  during  which  the  records  will  be 
compiled  and  the  amounts  of  the  checks  determined. 
Still  we  believe  that  the  expectancy  of  receiving  prac- 
tically double  the  amount  which  was  first  proposed, 
should  be  sufficient  remuneration  for  deferred  per- 
formance. 

Although  delay  in  getting  the  contracts  to  the  stage 
of  final  approval  is  regrettable,  because  we  are  now 
entering  the  1934  grinding  season  without  knowing 
definitely  on  what  exact  basis  the  cane  is  being 
bought  and  sold,  and  because  the  Fall  planting  season 
is  passing  without  our  knowing  definitely  how  much 
acreage  and  production  we  will  be  allowed  to  harvest 
in  1935,  nevertheless  we  understand  how  the  absence 
of  the  sugar  officials  of  the  A.A.A.  from  Washington 
has  made  practically  impossible  final  action  in  re- 
gard to  the  two  Contracts  involving  these  questions. 
Dr.  Dalton,  Chief  of  the  Sugar  Section,  Dr.  Dickey 
in  charge  of  Benefit  Payments   and   Dr.   Cottrell   in 
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charge  of  Purchasing  Contracts,  have  been  in  the 
Beet  Areas  for  several  weeks  seeking  to  put  into  effect 
the  Beet  Program.  Therefore,  the  Louisiana  Pro- 
gram awaits  their  return,  because  these  officials  must 
in  turn  justify  their  recommendations  to  the  Agricul- 
tural Adjustment  Administrator  and  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

It  is  of  moment  to  remind  you  that  these  Con- 
tracts must  receive  the  approval  of  eleven  different 
A.A.A.  officials  before  they  can  be  tendered  to  the 
growers  officially.  Of  course,  the  Benefit  Payment 
Contract  is  one  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
offers  to  growers  and  its  provisions  are  to  be  deter- 
mined by  him;  but  he  has  kindly  received  suggestions 
and  considered  recommendations  as  to  what  that  con- 
tract should  contain.  The  Purchasing  Contract  for 
Cane  is  an  agreement  between  grower  and  processor, 
which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  only  supervises  in 
order  to  adjudicate  disputes  that  may  arise  between 
grower  and  processor.  Under  the  law,  the  Secretary 
will  intervene  only  if  and  when  requested  so  to  do 
by  some  party  to  a  purchasing  contract. 

The  Crop  Reporting  Board  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  as  of  date  October  3rd,  reports  that  the 
Index  Number  for  prices  paid  by  farmers  is  125 
for  August  1934  and  the  preliminary  figure  for  Sep- 
tember 1934  is  126.  The  figure  for  September  1933 
was  116  and  in  July  1934  was  122.  Thus  the  value 
of  the  sugarcane  dollar  today  is  considerably  less 
than  it  was  in  the  Base  Period  of  1909-14. 

At  the  present  time,  we  understand  that  the  Sugar 


Section  will  recommend  that  a  minimum  benefit  pay- 
ment on  both  beet  and  cane,  shall  be  #1.25  per  ton. 
Naturally,  under  present  conditions  and  prices  it  is 
expected  that  the  amount  of  the  benefit  payments 
this  year  will  be  considerably  greater  than  the  mini- 
mum; but  when  we  consider  that  the  contract  is  to 
be  for  three  years,  this  minimum  assumes  very  wel- 
come proportions  of  importance  for  the  future.  In 
this  regard  too,  there  is  also  under  consideration  the 
proposition  of  making  benefit  payments  on  three 
bases,  first  a  figure  for  normal  or  standard  cane 
containing  11%  to  12%  sucrose,  second  a  figure  for 
cane  above  12%  sucrose  and  third  a  figure  for  cane 
under  11%  sucrose.  This  would  establish  a  direct 
relationship  between  the  Purchasing  Contract  and 
the  Benefit  Payment  Contract,  as  well  as  insure  the 
efficient  harvesting  of  cane  so  as  to  deliver  cane  con- 
taining pounds  of  sugar  instead  of  just  tons  of  weight. 
Up  to  date,  the  writer  has  had  no  reason  to  revise 
his  remarks  about  "nothing  is  ever  final  in  Wash-  ( 
ington." 

The  Hawaiian  Suit 
The  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
has  been  hearing  the  suit  brought  by  the  Ewa  Plan- 
tation Company  and  other  Hawaiian  sugar  producers 
to  restrain  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  from  imposing 
the  terms  of  the  Jones-Costigan  Sugar  Act  on  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii.  Justice  Bailey  denied  the  Gov- 
ment's  motion  to  dismiss  the  suit  because  it  was  best 
to  get  all  evidence  into  the  record. 

The  real  issue  in  this  case  is  whether  the  Congress 
can  make  any  distinction  between  the  citizens  of 
Hawaii  and  the  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  Government  contends  that  "the  territorial  pow- 
er of  Congress  is  a  plenary  power;  that  there  is  abso- 
lute power  to  discriminate  against  the  territories  and 
in  favor  of  Continental  United  States"  and  "it  is 
even  clearer  that  there  is  power  to  make  reasonable 
discrimination  between  a  territory  and  the  Continent",  t 
It  is  a  part  of  the  Government's  argument,  however,  kl 
that  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  makes  no  such  discrimina- 
tion but,  on  the  contrary,  actually  confers  benefits  on 
the  producers  of  Hawaii. 

The  plaintiffs  allege  that  the  Hawaiian  planters 
have  been  victims  of  discrimination  at  the  hands  of 
the  Secretary  because  their  quota  is  an  average  of 
shipments  to  the  United  States  for  1930,  1931  and 
1932,  whereas  a  representative  period  would  have 
been  1931,  1932  and  1933,  the  years  of  greatest  pro- 
duction. And  because  production  in  the  Islands  is 
now  greater  than  the  quota,  they  contend  that  the 
planters  have  been  deprived  of  property  without  due 
process  of  law.  Other  arguments  drew  contrasts  be- 
tween the  treatment  given  to  Hawaiian  producers  and 
those  of  the  mainland: 

a)  The   Jones-Costigan   Act   grants   to   continental 
producers    a   certain   minimum   share   of   the   United  ( 
States  market.    No  such  minimum  is  given  to  Hawaii. 

b)  If  the  consumption  of  sugar  in  continental 
United  States  is  less  than  the  Secretary's  estimate, 
the  quota  of  Hawaii  will  be  reduced.  The  quota  for 
the  continental  producers  cannot  be  reduced  below 
the  minimum. 

c)  The  Secretary  is  authorized  to  purchase  300,000 
tons  of  surplus  beet  sugar  in  excess  of  the  quota. 
No  such  purchase  is  authorized  in  the  case  of  a 
Hawaiian  surplus. 

d)  The  Jones-Costigan  Act  limits  the  amount  of 
white  sugar  which  may  be  produced  in  Hawaii.  There 
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is  no  similar  restriction  on  the  amount  of  white  sugar 
which  may  be  produced  from  beets  and  cane  grown 
in  continental  United   States. 

e)  Continental  producers  are  assured  thirty  per 
cent  of  any  increase  in  consumption.  Hawaiian  plant- 
ers have  no  such  assurance. 

The  Assistant  Attorney  General  (Mr.  Walter  Rice) 
in  the  course  of  his  argument  made  the  following 
statement  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, which  should  be  encouraging  and  reassuring 
to  the  Continental  Sugar  Industry: 

"If  the  situation  existing  at  the  time  of  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Sugar  Act  had  been  permitted  to  go 
along  without  Government  regulation  the  very  exist- 
ence of  the  sugar  industry  in  continental  United  States 
would  have  been  threatened.  Thousands  of  farmers 
would  have  been  wiped  out  and  sugar  manufacturers 
would  have  been  compelled  to  turn  to  other  lines. 

"Now,  if  your  Honor  please,  it  was  essential  to  our 
domestic  welfare  that  we  have  a  domestic  sugar  indus- 
try. It  was  important  to  this  Nation  that  we  have  a 
local  supply  of  beet  and  cane  sugar.  Today  con- 
tinental United  States  produces  approximately  thirty 
per  cent  of  our  consumption.  The  results  of  depend- 
ing entirely  upon  outside  areas  for  our  sugar  were 
demonstrated  to  the  American  people  during  the 
World  War,  when  prices  of  sugar  went  up,  I  believe, 
to  approximately  30  cents  a  pound,  as  compared  with 
approximately  five  cents  a  pound  today.  There  was 
a  distinct  shortage  of  sugar  and  great  difficulty  in 
obtaining  a  sufficient  amount  of  sugar  from  outside 
areas. 

"In  the  event  of  war  it  would  not  be  sufficient  to 
our  domestic  welfare  and  safety  to  depend  upon  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii — a  little  group  of  islands  two 
or  three  thousand  miles  out  from  the  Pacific  coast. 
The  difficulty  of  safeguarding  long  lines  of  communi- 
cation between  Hawaii  and  the  Pacific  coast  may  be 
readily  seen  by  this  court.  Even  to  make  this  coun- 
try dependent  upon  an  area  so  close  as  Cuba  might 
be  extremely  dangerous  in  case  of  an  emergency." 

The  testimony  has  been  completed  and  the  argu- 
ments in  the  case  will  begin  on  Friday.  Naturally, 
the  decision  is  not  expected  immediately. 

The  Philippines 

The  Constitutional  Convention  in  the  Philippine 
Islands  has  been  meeting  for  several  weeks  but  so 
far  they  have  not  made  very  much  progress.  The 
present  estimate  is  that  the  Convention  will  last  for 
six  months  instead  of  ninety  days  as  originally 
estimated. 

A  significant  fact  in  this  connection  is  that  Manuel 
Quezon,  who  is  the  recognized  political  leader  of  the 
Islands,  has  decided  to  leave  the  Philippines  imme- 
diately and  after  making  a  tour  of  Europe  for  poli- 
tical propaganda  and  commercial  relations  with  Eu- 
ropean countries,  he  will  come  to  America.  There 
are  conflicting  reports  as  to  what  his  plans  are  after 
arriving  in  America.  The  general  expectation  is  that 
he  will  seek  to  have  Congress  consider  amendments 
to  the  Philippine  Independence  Act. 

In  that  connection  we  learn  from  the  press  that 
there  has  been  formed  a  Philippine-American  Trade 
Association  whose  main  purpose  seems  to  be  to  con- 
tinue indefinitely  the  present  free-trade  status  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  in  their  relations  with  the  United 
States.  The  Philippine  Suear  Association  reports  that 
the  Philippine  American  Trade  Association  is  organ- 
ized: 


(1)  "To  place  before  the  people  of  the  United 
States  the  facts  pertaining  to  the  trade  relationship 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Philippine  Islands, 
so  that  support  may  be  secured  for  satisfactory 
amendments  to  the  economic  provisions  of  the  Tyd- 
ings-McDuffie  Independence  Law." 

(2)  "To  organize  and  conduct  publicity  campaigns 
in  the  Philippine  Islands  and  the  United  States  for 
the  purpose  of  placing  before  the  people  thereof  the 
value  and  mutual  benefits  of  a  continuation  of  recip- 
rocal trade  relations  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Philippine   Islands." 


Louisiana's  Cane  Purchasing 
Contract 

Elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin  we 
print  the  text  of  a  contract  for  the  sale  and  purchase 
of  sugar  cane  in  Louisiana  during  the  coming  grind- 
ing which  has  been  recommended  to  the  Sugar  Sec- 
tion of  the  A.  A.  A.  by  nine  of  the  ten  members  of 
the  Committee  selected  by  a  general  meeting  of 
cane  growers  and  processors  called  in  Baton  Rouge 
September  14th  by  officials  of  the  Sugar  Section  and 
presided  over  by  Dr.  H.  R.  Cottrell  of  the  Sugar 
Section.  The  Committee  referred  to  consists  of  five 
cane  growers  and  five  processors.  All  the  cane  grow- 
ers and  the  processors  assembled  at  the  Baton 
Rouge  meeting  met  in  separate  rooms  at  the  Louisi- 
ana State  University  and  each  selected  five  men  to 
sit  on  the  Committee.  Mr.  C.  D.  Kemper  was  made 
Chairman  of  this   Committee  of  ten. 

Under  Dr.  Cottrell's  supervision,  and  aided  by  his 
advice  and  counsel,  the  Committee  formulated  the 
text  of  a  contract  which  was  taken  by  Dr.  Cottrell 
to  Washington.  It  was  subsequently  sent  back  to 
Louisiana  with  certain  changes  made  in  it  which  were 
unacceptable  to  the  Committee.  Protest  was  made 
and  the  changes  eliminated.  The  contract,  as  we 
now  publish  it,  is  acceptable  to  all  the  members  of 
the  Committee  except  one,  and  has  been  forwarded 
to  the  Chief  of  the  Sugar  Section  by  Mr.  Kemper 
with  the  following  letter: 

Franklin,  La.,   Oct.   8,  1934. 
Mr.    John    E.    Dalton,    Chief, 
Sugar  Section, 

Agricultural    Adjustment    Administration. 
Dear  Sir: 

Am  attaching  hereto  copy  of  cane  purchase  contract 
that  was  approved  by  9  of  the  10  members  of  our  Com- 
mittee, and  containing  the  changes  made  in  the  contract 
sent  us  by  you,  as  reported  by  Mr.  Nadler  to  Mr.  Cottrell. 

We  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  method  of  figur- 
ing benefit  payments  and  explain  that  if  the  method  out- 
lined in  this  contract  is  followed,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  use  only  three  figures  for  each  cane  grower  for  the 
season.     This  was  changed  to  meet  request  of  your  staff. 

Our  Committee  of  10  met  yesterday  with  the  Committee 
of  5  from  the  Houma  meeting.  Every  one  of  our  Com 
mittee  of  10  except  Mr.  Caldwell  maintained  the  position 
that  we  were  committed  to  the  contract  as  enclosed  in 
this  letter,  and  would  yield  to  no  compromise  except  the 
right  of  any  section  to  file  a  brief  with  you,  sending  each 
member  of  our  Committee  a  copy. 

Mr.  Cottrell  will  remember  that  at  our  meeting  in 
Baton  Rouge.  Mr.  Caldwell  dissented  because  of  certain 
economic  conditions  which  existed  in  the  affairs  of  some 
of  the  processors  for  whom  he  spoke.  Mr.  Cottrell  and 
the  Committee  unanimously  agreed  that  any  processors 
whose  economic  set  up  was  such  that  they  could  not 
operate  in  equitable  relation  to  other  sections  under  this 
contract  would  be  granted  the  right  to  file  a  brief  and 
set  forth   facts   in   support  of  their   contention. 

We  are  impressed  with  the  equity  for  a  review  of  the 
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situation  of  some  of  the  processors  as  outlined  by  the' 
Committee  of  the  Houma  meeting,  and  recommend  that 
the  Sugar  Section  extend  an  invitation  to  Mr.  Caldwell 
to  send  a  Committee  with  a  detailed  brief  to  you  now, 
so  that  early  consideration  may  be  given  this  important 
matter. 

Grinding  will  start  in  the  next  few  weeks  generally 
over  the  district  and  we  wish  to  confirm  our  opinion 
that  the  majority  of  the  factories  representing  the  ma- 
jority of  the  cane  processed  will  operate  under  the  con- 
tract now  being  submitted  to  you. 

Yours  very  truly, 

C.   D.   Kemper, 
Chairman    Committee   of    Ten. 


Sugar  Cane  Contract 

STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 

PARISH   OF 

CONTRACT   AND   AGREEMENT   entered   into 

at this 

day  of ,   19 ,  by  and  between 

hereinafter  called  the  "Grower",  on  behalf  of  himself, 

his  heirs  and  assigns,  and 

hereinafter     called 

the  "Processor". 

WITNESSETH: 

1.  The  Processor  being  desirous  of  buying  sugar- 
cane in  order  to  manufacture  the  same  into  sugar,  and 
the  Grower  being  the  owner  or  lessee  (as  the  case 
may  be)  of  the  following  described  property  situated 

in  The  Parish  of ,  to-wit: 

which  he  is  cultivating  in  sugarcane  and  other  crops, 
for  which  sugarcane  he  is  desirous  of  securing  a  cer- 
tain market,  have  agreed  and  do  hereby  agree  as 
follows : 

2.  The  Grower  agrees  to  sell  %   of  the 

1934-35  crop  of  the  sugarcane  grown  upon  the  above 
described  property,  save  and  except  such  amount  as 
may  be  necessary  to  reserve  for  seed  cane. 

3.  The  Grower  hereby  agrees  to  deliver  sugarcane 
f.o.b.  barges,  cars,  trucks  or  wagons,  which  in  case 
of  barges  or  cars  shall  be  furnished  by  the  Processor, 
such  delivery  by  the  Grower  to  begin  when  the 
Grower  is  notified  by  the  Processor,  which  notifica- 
tion shall  be  not  later  than 

4.  The  Processor  shall  determine  the  amount  of 
cane  which  the  Grower  shall  deliver  daily  and  shall 
give  reasonable  notice  to  the  Grower  of  such  daily 
amounts,  but  such  amount  shall  be  proportionate  to 
the  total  tonnage  of  cane  to  be  received  during  the 
twenty-four  hours  from  all  sources  at  the  factory  to 
which  this  cane  is  shipped,  all  conditions  and  weather 
permitting. 

5.  The  Grower  agrees  that  he  will  not  sell  or 
convey  the  property  hereinabove  described  during  the 
life  of  this  contract  unless  and  until  the  purchaser 
thereof  agrees  with  him  and  on  behalf  of  the  Pro- 
cessor to  assume  the  performance  of  this  contract  as 
and  for  the  Grower,  and  the  Grower  hereby  agrees 
not  to  alienate,  deteriorate  or  encumber  the  property 
hereinabove  described  to  the  prejudice  of  this  contract. 

6.  All  cane  must  be  reasonably  free  from  shucks 
or  trash  and  must  be  sound,  unfrozen  and  merchant- 
able and  cut  to  the  reasonable  satisfaction  of  the  Pro- 
cessor. The  cane  must  be  cut  in  the  top  ripe  joint 
unless  and  until  there  is  a  freeze,  after  which  knives 
shall  be  lowered  so  as  to  remove  all  sour  or  acid 
joints. 

7.  The   Processor   agrees  to  accept   and   pay,   for 


all  sugarcane  delivered  under  this  contract  in  accord- 
ance with  its  terms,  the  price  per  ton  (2000  lbs.)  set 
forth  in  the  following  schedule: 


Pounds 

Per  Cent 

Normal 

96°  Raw 

of  Price 

PRICE  OF  RAWS 

Juice 

Sugar 
Per  Ton 

of  Stand- 
ard Cane 

Sucrose 

2.00 

2.25 

2.50 

2.75 

3.00 

3.25 

3.50 

3.75 

9.5 

115.8 

85 

1.29 

1.50 

1.70 

1.92 

2.14 

2.38 

2.62 

2.87 

10.0 

123.8 

90 

1.37 

1.58 

1.80 

2.03 

2.27 

2.52 

2.77 

3.04 

10.5 

131.7 

95 

1.44 

1.67 

1.90 

2.15 

2.39 

2.66 

2.93 

3.21 

11.0- \ 
12.0  J 

147.7 

100 

1.52 

1.76 

2.00 

2.26 

2.52 

2.80 

3.08 

3.38 

12.5 

163.6 

105 

1.60 

1.85 

2.10 

2.37 

2.65 

2.94 

3.23 

3.55 

13.0 

171.6 

110 

1.67 

1.94 

2.20 

2.49 

2.77 

3.08 

3.39 

3.72 

13.5 

179.5 

115 

1.75 

2.02 

2.30 

2.60 

2.90 

3.22 

3.54 

3.89 

14.0 

187.5 

120 

1.82 

2.11 

2.40 

2.71 

3.02 

3.36 

3.70 

4.06 

Payments  for  intermediate  values  for  raw  sugar  and/or  sucrose  content  shall  be 
in  the  same  relative  proportion. 


Price  Per  Cent  Paid  Grower 
for  Standard  Cane  (11.0- 
12.0) 


76 


78 


80 


82 


84 


90 


Yields  96°  Raw  Sugar  based  on  97.0  Boiling  House  Efficiency  and  72.5  Normal 
Juice  Extraction. 

The  above  table  of  setdement  is  accepted  by  both 
parties  to  this  contract  based  upon  the  understanding 
that  the  A.  A.  A.  will  pay  the  difference  between  the 
parity  payment  due  on  cane  and  the  amount  that 
the  Processor  will  pay  the  Grower  and  further  that 
the  parity  price  for  cane  will  be  varied  in  the  same 
percentage  proportion  as  the  price  which  is  paid  the 
Grower  is  varied  in  relation  to  the  sucrose  content  of 
cane,  which  variation  is  set  out  in  the  margin  of 
"percent  of  Standard  Cane".  The  variation  of  parity 
cane  as  above  set  forth,  will  be  computed  at  the  end 
of  the  season  upon  the  weighed  sucrose  average  for 
the  season  under  the  following  brackets: 

(1)  Sucrose  from  9.5  to  10.9 

(2)  Parity  cane  of  par  value  from  11.0  to  12.0 
sucrose,  and 

(3)  All  sucroses  above  12.0. 

The  value  of  sugarcane  for  the  purpose  of  payment 
shall  be  based  on  the  simple  average  of  the  weekly 
quotation  on  96°  raw  sugar  on  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
and  Rice  Exchange  for  the  weeks  from  October  18, 
1934  to  March  1,  1935.  An  initial  payment  hereunder 
shall  be  made  by  the  Processor  at  the  close  of  each 
week  for  all  sugarcane  delivered  during  the  preceding 
week  equal  to  at  least  80%  of  the  amount  due  in  the 
above  schedule  for  cane  of  the  sucrose  content  as  de- 
livered calculated  upon  the  weekly  average  of  the 
week  of  delivery.  Final  payment  shall  be  paid  not 
lated  than  March  1,  1935  and  payment  shall  be  se- 
cured as  provided  in  paragraph  8  of  this  contract. 

8.  For  the  purposes  of  securing  any  part  of  the 
purchase  price  which  remains  unpaid,  the  Processor 
shall  nominate  a  Trustee  whose  name  he  shall  trans- 
mit to  the  Grower-Processor  Committee  set  up  under 
this  contract  and  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Com- 
mittee and  such  nomination  shall  be  subject  to  the 
prior  approval  of  the  Committee.  The  Processor  and 
the  Trustee  shall  execute  a  trust  indenture  satisfactory 
to  the  Committee.  Immediately  after  making  the  ini- 
tial payment  as  hereinabove  provided,  the  Processor 
shall  deposit  with  the  Trustee  warehouse  certificates 
covering  raw  sugar  and/or  refined  sugar  of  a  value 
equivalent  to  the  unpaid  amount  of  the  purchase 
price,  such  value  to  be  determined  by  the  quotation 
of  96°  raw  sugar  on  the  Louisiana  Sugar  and  Rice 
Exchange  for  that  week.  The  Trustee  shall  hold  such 
certificates  for  the  account  of  the  Processor  and  all 
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Growers  to  whom  the  said  Processor  is  indebted  by 
reason  of  deliveries  made  under  this  contract.  The 
Processor  may  sell  the  sugars  covered  by  the  depos- 
ited warehouse  certificates  at  prevailing  market  prices 
and  upon  the  usual  trade  terms,  but  the  proceeds 
from  any  sugars  so  sold  shall  be  payable  to  the 
Trustee.  Upon  any  such  sale,  the  Trustee  shall 
thereupon  surrender  the  warehouse  certificates  to  the 
order  of  the  purchaser  of  sugar  so  sold  upon  receipt 
from  the  purchaser  of  such  documents  as  the  pur- 
chaser is  obligated  to  deliver  pursuant  to  the  terms 
and  provisions  of  the  sale.  The  Trustee  may  make 
pro  rata  payments  to  the  Growers  from  time  to  time. 
If  by  March  1,  1935  any  amount  owing  to  the  Grow- 
ers has  not  been  paid,  the  Trustee  with  consent  of 
Processor  shall  sell  all  the  sugars  held  by  him  in 
trust  and  distribute  the  entire  proceeds  of  the  trust 
to  the  Growers  as  their  interest  shall  appear  and  the 
balance,  if  any,  to  the  Processor.  If  upon  the  Ex- 
haustion of  all  securities,  any  amount  of  the  purchase 
price  remains  unpaid,  the  Processor  will  then  become 
liable  to  pay  such  balance  at  once  to  the  Grower  to 
whom  such  balance  is  owing.  The  costs  of  such  trust 
arrangement,  if  any,  shall  be  borne  by  the  Processor 
and  shall  not  be  paid  out  of  any  funds  or  securities 
in  the  hands  of  the  Trustee  owing  to  the  Growers. 
The  Processor  shall  notify  the  Committee  at  the  end 
of  each  week  of  the  amounts  owing  and  unpaid  on 
sugarcane  delivered  during  the  prior  week  and  of  the 
amount  of  sugar  covered  by  warehouse  receipts  which 
he  has  thereupon  deposited  with  the  Trustee  and  if 
such  security  was  not  of  the  value  required  hereunder 
at  the  time  of  its  deposit,  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee shall,  and  the  Grower  may,  require  immediate 
deposit  of  further  security,  the  value  to  be  determined 
as  of  the  date  when  deposit  should  have  been  made 
or  as  of  current  date,  whichever  is  higher. 

9.  For  any  cane  testing  under  91/<j>%  sucrose  in 
the  normal  juice,  the  Processor  shall  pay  to  the 
Grower  the  actual  sugar  content  value  less  the  aver- 
age cost  of  weighing,  loading,  transportation  of  cane, 
selling  cost,  freight  on  sugar  and  a  milling  fee  of 
$1.50,  the  proceeds  to  be  figured  by  multiplying  the 
weekly  average  Exchange  quotation  on  96°  sugar  by 
the  yield  of  said  cane  as  determined  by  the  Java  For- 
mula in  conjunction  with  mill  extraction  of  721/£% 
and  a  boiling  house  efficiency  of  97%.  The  Pro- 
cessor, however,  may  refuse  to  accept  or  grind  such 
cane,  if,  in  his  opinion,  it  does  not  contain  enough 
sugar  to  cover  the  total  cost. 

10.  When  10  cc.  of  the  normal  juice  of  frozen 
sugarcane  are  titrated  against  a  N/10  solution  of 
HAOH,  using  phenopthalein  as  an  indicator,  and  it 
requires  not  over  2%  cc.  of  the  N/10  NAOH  solution 
fo  neutralize  the  acidity  in  the  normal  juice,  no  deduc- 
tions in  the  price  of  the  sugarcane  shall  be  made. 

When  10  cc.  of  the  normal  juice  of  frozen  sugar- 
cane are  titrated  against  a  N/10  solution  of  NAOH, 
using  phenolythalein  as  an  indicator,  and  it  requires 
over  214  cc.  of  N/10  NAPH  solution  to  neutralize 
the  acidity  in  the  normal  juice,  a  deduction  will  be 
made  in  settlement,  based  upon  decreased  boiling 
house  efficiency. 

11.  One  sucrose  test  shall  be  made  at  the  factory, 
of  each  barge  or  car  of  cane,  or,  in  the  case  of  deliv- 
ery by  wagon  or  truck,  of  each  daily  delivery.  The 
resulting  test  shall  be  the  basis  for  settlement  as  above 
set  forth.  The  Grower  shall  have  the  privilege  of 
having  a  representative  present  to  witness  such  tests, 


provided,   however,  that  such   tests   shall  not  be  de- 
layed by  absence  of  such  representative. 

12.  Grower's  Scale  Weights  shall  govern  unless 
the  reading  from  the  Grower's  Scale  Weights  is 
greater  by  1%  than  that  of  the  Mill  Weights,  in 
which  case  the  excess  over  1%  shall  be  deducted 
from  the  Grower's  Weight. 

13.  All  cars  or  barges  are  to  be  loaded  in  the 
manner  and  to  the  minimum  required  by  the  Pro- 
cessor, and  the  Grower  agrees  to  reimburse  the  Pro- 
cessor for  any  losses  sustained  because  of  his  non- 
compliance with  the  instructions. 

14.  In  case  of  the  disability  of  the  factory  to  which 
cane  is  to  be  delivered,  owing  to  fires,  lack  of  fuel, 
strikes,  accidents,  breakage  of  machinery,  or  acts  of 
God  beyond  the  control  of  the  Processor,  and  the  con- 
sequent inability  of  the  Processor  to  accept  the  deliv- 
ery of  cane  during  such  time,  the  Grower  shall  be 
at  liberty  to  sell  and  deliver  his  cane  elsewhere  until 
such  time  as  operations  are  renewed  at  such  factory 
and  the  Processor  is  again  in  position  to  receive  deliv- 
eries of  such  cane,  at  which  time  the  Grower  shall 
recommence  delivery  of  cane  under  the  terms  of  this 
contract;  provided,  further,  that  the  Processor  shall 
have  the  right  to  accept  the  delivery  of  such  car 
and  to  ship  the  same  to  any  factories  wheresoever 
located  in  the  State  of  Louisiana.  In  case  of  the  in- 
ability of  the  Processor  to  receive  delivery  as  herein 
mentioned,  he  shall  not  be  liable  to  the  Grower  for 
any  loss  incurred  by  the  Grower  by  reason  of  such 
inability. 

15.  Where  there  is  a  freeze  and  the  Processor 
will  not  be  able  to  accept  all  delivery  of  all  cane 
deliverable  under  this  agreement  within  such  time  as 
to  avoid  deterioration  or  loss  of  part  of  such  cane, 
the  Grower,  if  he  sells  such  part  elsewhere,  shall  be 
under  no  liability  to  the  Processor  for  failure  to  de- 
liver such  part  of  the  cane  to  the  Processor. 

16.  There  shall  be  a  committee  appointed  to  be 
known  as  the  Grower-Processor  Committee,  herein- 
after referred  to  as  the  Committee,  consisting  of 
seven  members,  as  follows:  The  Chairman  shall  be 
nominated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the 
United  States,  and  there  shall  be  three  representa- 
tives of  the  independent  cane  growers  and  three  rep- 
resentatives of  the  sugarcane  processors.  The  Chair- 
man of  the  Parish  Control  Committee  of  the  several 
Parishes  shall  elect  the  three  representatives  of  the  in- 
dependent cane  growers. 

In  case  it  is  not  possible  to  elect  the  representatives 
of  the  independent  cane  growers  in  this  manner,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  shall  designate  some 
other  appropriate  manner.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  shall  determine  the  manner  in  which  the 
sugarcane  processors  shall  elect  their  three  represen- 
tatives. For  the  purpose  of  defraying  the  expenses 
of  the  Committee,  the  Grower  and  Processor  hereby 
agree  that  the  Processor  shall  deduct  from  the  amount 
due  to  the  Grower  hereunder  3/i$  on  every  ton  of 
sugarcane  delivered  and  accepted  under  this  contract, 
and  the  Processor  shall  add  thereto  an  equivalent 
amount  and  shall  transmit  such  amounts  within  two 
weeks  after  the  delivery  of  the  cane  to  which  such 
such  amounts  are  referable.  If  any  funds  remain 
unexpended  the  Committee  shall  return  them  to  the 
Growers  and  Processors  hereunder  in  the  proportion 
in  which  they  were  paid. 

17.  The  Committee  shall  check  the  standardiza- 
tion and  accuracy  of  apparatus  and  establish  methods 
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of  sampling  and  analysis  for  determining  sucrose 
under  paragraph  7  of  this  contract;  and  it  shall  check 
the  accuracy  of  scale,  weights  and  methods  used  to 
determine  the  weight  of  cane  delivered  under  para- 
graph 12  of  this  contract  and  it  may  employ  one  or 
more  experts  to  assist  it  in  the  performance  of  such 
duties. 

18.  The  parties  hereby  agree  to  submit  to  decision 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  all  disputes  aris- 
ing under  the  terms  of  this  contract,  whether  relating 
to  the  acceptability  of  sugarcane,  the  weight  of  cane, 
sucrose  content  and  the  propriety  of  tests  therefor, 
fairness  of  the  daily  delivery  quota  assigned  by  the 
Processor  to  the  Grower,  the  reasonableness  of  sales 
under  paragraph  15  to  others  than  the  Processor,  and 
any  other  dispute  arising  under  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract. The  Chairman,  prior  to  decision  upon  any 
dispute,  shall  consult  at  least  one  each  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  cane  growers  and  the  processors. 
An  appeal  in  writing  may  be  taken  to  the  Secretary 
from  any  decision  of  the  Committee  by  any  person 
aggrieved  thereby,  within  ten  (10)  days  after  the  de- 
cision is  announced.  Pending  the  decision  of  any 
such  appeal  by  the  Secretary,  the  parties  involved 
shall  abide  by  the  decision  of  the  Committee  unless 
the  Secretary,  shall  rule  otherwise.  In  the  event  the 
Secretary  shall  determine  to  hear  such  appeal,  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Committee  to  forward  to  the 
Secretary  its  complete  record  with  respect  to  the 
subject-matter  of  such  appeal.  Any  decision  of  the 
Committee  or  the  Secretary,  made  pursuant  to  this 
paragraph,  shall  be  final. 

19.  IN  FAITH  WHEREOF,  the  parties  hereto 
have  signed  these  presents,  in  duplicate,  on  the  day 
and  date  first  above  written,  in  the  presence  of  the 
undersigned  competent  witnesses. 


BY. 


GROWER. 


WITNESSES: 


FOR  SALE 


-New    Single    Line    Cane    Grab    in    New 
Orleans  Stock   for  Sale   Cheap. 


AMERICAN  HOIST  &  DERRICK  CO. 

712  Union  Street.  New  Orleans,  La. 


The  League  Sells  Raws 

Through  direct  negotiations  with  Mr.  Joseph  F. 
Abbott,  President  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  in  New  York,  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League  sold  15,746  tons  of  Louisiana  raw  sugars  on 
October  4th  to  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Com- 
pany, for  delivery  at  their  Chalmette  plant,  New 
Orleans,  as  made  up  to  November  15th.  The  sale 
was  made  at  a  flat  price  of  3.08%^,  delivered. 

Eighteen  Louisiana  raw  sugar  producers  took  ad- 
vantage of  the  League's  invitation  to  dispose  of  a 
block  of  their  raw  sugars  through  this  arrangement. 
The  sale  effected  by  the  League  broke  the  ice,  and 
other  refiners  then  entered  the  market  and  also  made 
purchases  of  raws  for  delivery  in  late  October  and 
early  November.  The  situation  was  thus  materially 
relieved. 


Louisiana  Sugar  Belt  Cane  Pro- 
ducers Assured  on  Marketing  to 
Syrup  Mills 

{Released  for  publication  by  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Administration) 

Commercial  growers  in  the  20  parishes  comprising 
the  Louisiana  sugar  belt,  who  ordinarily  produce 
sugarcane  for  syrup,  may  market  their  1934  crop  to 
syrup  mills  with  the  assurance  that  they  will  receive 
benefit  payments  comparable  to  those  which  growers 
participating  in  the  sugarcane  for  sugar  adjustment 
program,  now  under  way  in  the  state,  will  receive, 
the  sugar  section  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Ad- 
ministration  announced  today,  October  4th. 

Instead  of  receiving  the  benefit  payment  in  two 
installments,  these  syrup  producers  in  the  sugar  belt 
will  receive  the  payment  on  their  1934  crop  early  in 
1935  in  a  single  payment.  They  will  be  required  to 
enter  into  contracts  with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
covering  their  production  in  1935  and  1936.  The  20 
parishes  in  the  sugar  belt,  where  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  sugarcane  may  be  marketed  for  either  sugar 
or  syrup  include:  Terrebonne,  Lafourche,  Iberville, 
West  Baton  Rouge,  East  Baton  Rouge,  St.  Mary,  As- 
sumption, Ascension,  St.  Charles,  St.  James,  St.  John, 
Iberia,  Vermilion,  Lafayette,  St.  Martin,  Point  Cou- 
pee, St.  Landry,  Avoyelles,  Rapides,  and  West  Feli- 
ciana. 


CONFERENCE  ROOM 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  takes 
pleasure  in  offering  a  comfortable 

PRIVATE  CONFERENCE  ROOM 

to  any  of  Its  members  who  may  have  occasion  to 
use  it.  Business  conferences  in  New  Orleans  may 
thus  be  held  in  a  secluded  and  entirely  neutral  at- 
mosphere, which  is  sometimes  preferable  to  using 
the  office  of  one  of  the  conferring  parties.  No 
advance  notice  necessary.  Just  use  the  room  at 
your  convenience. 
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Emergency  Crops  Suggested  for 

South  Louisiana  to  Supplant  the 

Short  Corn  Crop 


The  name 


By  John  Gray 

Since  the  corn  crop  has  been  materially  reduced, 
planters  are  inquiring  regarding  emergency  crops  that 
may  be  planted  now  to  produce  feed  during  the  win- 
ter and  early  spring  to  supplement  other  feeds  avail- 
able. 

The  following  crops,  with  other  data,  are  suggested: 


Seed     per 

Acre  Crop 


Feeding    Period 


4-6    pounds 

4-6      pnlllnU 

6-10  pounds 

25-30    pounds 
3-3  bushels 

5-10    pounds 
4   pounds 


Carrots: 

Danvers    Half    Long 

White    Belgian 

Stock    Beets: 
Giant    Ked    Stock 

Winter    Grazing    Crops : 

Italian    Kye    Grass 

Ked  Rustproof  Oats 

Early     Summer     Feed: 

Grain    Sorghums: 

Hegari 
Feterita 
Sagrain 
Teosinte 


January  and 
February 

January  and 
February 

February    and 
March 


December 

May 
December 

May 


to 


to 


May    be  fed 
alter    June 


Carrots  may  be  planted  on  the  fall  plant  cane 
rows,  while  the  stock  beets  need  to  be  planted  on 
beds  elsewhere  since  they  would  not  be  ready  to  be 
removed  in  time  for  the  regular  crop  needs. 

The  rye  grass  and  oats  may  be  sown  broadcast. 
White  clover  yields  may  be  materially  increased  by 
adding  3  pounds  of  seed  per  acre  to  the  clover  fields, 
or  5  pounds  per  acre  on  new  areas. 

The  grain  sorghums  may  be  drilled  in  3 -foot  rows 
any  time  after  March  1  to  July  1.  Early  plantings 
may  be  expected  to  produce  seed  during  July.  The 
grain  sorghums  adapt  themselves  to  the  farm  pro- 
gram as  a  catch  crop  for  feed  insurance  during  years 
when  prospects  for  corn  production  are  poor,  or  for 
general  planting  as  a  forage  or  silage  crop,  and  will 
grow  on  land  not  adapted  to  corn.  Teosinte  pro- 
duces an  abundance  of  forage  and  may  be  cut  several 
times  during  the  summer  when  planted  in  March. 

Consult  your  county  agent  for  further  information. 


FOR  SALE 


3 — Worthington  H.  P.  Duplex  Press  Pump 
12x8i/2xl2. 

2 — Worthington  H.  P.  Duplex  Press  Pump 
10x7x10. 

1 — 60  ft.  Wood  Boom  Derrick  complete 
with  Standard  American  Hoist  and 
Derrick  Cane  Grab. 

1 — Standard  R.  R.  Car  Scale. 
1 — 30  in.  by  60  in.  Allis-Chalmers  R.   H. 
Corliss  engine. 

CHARLES  WIGGIN 

329    Baiter   Bldg.,    New   Orleans,    La. 


is  backed  by  aggressive, 
steady  advertising  that 
creates  demand  for 
Domino  Pure  Cane  Sugars 

Granulated.  Crystal  Domino  Tablets. 
Superfine  Powdered,  Confectioners. 
Old  Fashioned  Brown,  Yellow,  Pressed 
Tablets,  Crystal  Domino  Squares, 
Dainty  Lumps,  Cinnamon  and  Sugar: 
Domino   Syrup.    Always   full  weight. 


American  Sugar  Refining  Company 

"Sweeten  it  with  Domino" 


STATEMENT     OF     THE     OWNERSHIP,     MANAGEMENT,     CIR- 
CULATION,   ETC.,    REQUIRED    BY    THE    ACT    OF 
CONGRESS    OF   MARCH    3,    1933. 

Of  The  Sugar  Bulletin,  published  semi-monthly  at  New  Or- 
leans, La.,  October  1,  1934.  State  of  Louisiana,  Parish  of 
Orleans. 

Before  me,  a  Notary  Public  in  and  for  the  State  and  parish 
aforesaid,  personally  appeared  Andrew  W.  Dykers,  who,  having 
been  duly  sworn  according  to  law,  deposes  and  says  that  he  U 
the  Business  Manager  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin  and  that  the  follow- 
ing is,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  a  true  statement 
of  the  ownership,  management,  etc.,  of  the  aforesaid  publication 
for  the  date  shown  in  the  above  caption,  required  by  the  Act  of 
August  24,  1912,  embodied  in  section  411,  Postal  Laws  and 
Regulations,   printed   on   the  reverse  of  this  form,   to-wit: 

1.  That  the  names  and  addresses  of  the  publisher,  editor, 
managing  editor,  and  business  managers  are:  Publisher,  The 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.  S.  A.,  Inc.,  New  Orleans, 
La. ;  Editor,  Reginald  Dykers,  New  Orleans,  La. ;  Managing 
Editor,  none;  Business  Manager,  Andrew  W.  Dykers,  New  Or- 
leans,  La. 

2.  That  the  owner  is  The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  of 
the  U.  S.  A.,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La. ;  R.  H.  Chadwick,  Bayou 
Goula,  La.,  President;  H.  Langdon  Laws,  Cinclare,  La.,  Vice- 
President;  Frank  L.  Barker,  Lockport,   La.,  Secretary-Treasurer. 

3.  That  the  known  bondholders,  mortgagees,  and  other 
security  holders  owning  or  holding  1  per  cent  or  more  of  total 
amount  of  bonds,  mortgages,   or  other  securities  are   none. 

A.   W.   DYKERS, 
Business  Manager. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  29th  day  of  Sep- 
tember,   1934. 

ARTHUR  A.   DB   LA   HOUSSAYE, 

Notary   Public. 

(My    commission    expires    at    death.) 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN  MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 

(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,    La. 
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FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW  0RLEAN3 


G.  BREWER  &  COMPANY,  LTD. 

SHIPPING  COMMISSION 

and 

SUGAR  FACTORS 

Honolulu,  Hawaii 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 
Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 
Phone  MAin  3481 
NEW  ORLEANS 


'AERO' 

CYANAMID 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 

30  ROCKEFELLER  PLAZA       -       -       NEW  YORK 


American  Molasses  Co* 
OF  LOUISIANA 

PERE  MARQUETTE  BLDG.        NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  All  Grades  of  Molasses 

and  Syrups 

Submit  Your  Offerings 

Correspondence   Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 
Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  Inc. 

Plaquemine,   La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal   Income  Tax  Service 


736  Canal  Bank  Bldg. 


New  Orleans,  La. 


Telephone  MAIn  6467 


OSCAR  R.  WHILDEN 

SUGAR    MULES   AND    ALL   CLASSES    MULES 
SUITABLE  ANY  KIND  PLANTATION 
WORK    ON    HAND    AT   ALL   TIMES 

Service  and   Satisfaction   Guaranteed 
Phone  GAIvez  1053 
4101   BIENVILLE   AVENUE  NEW    ORLEANS,   LA. 


Phones   MAin  0696-0697  Established   1871 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 

SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 
SUGAR  FUTURES 

American  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 


Gay.  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  St  NEW  ORLEANS,  U.  8.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign    and    Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201   Nola  Bldg.  407  Carondelet  St. 

Phone   MAIn  0996  NEW  ORLEANS,   LA. 


AMERICAN  FACTORS,  LIMITED 

WHOLESALERS,  COMMISSION  and 
INSURANCE  AGENTS 

Honolulu        San  Francisco        New  York 


PENICK  &  FORD,  Ltd.,  Incorporated 

Canal  Bank  Building 
NEW  ORLEAN3 

BUYERS  OF  ALL  GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

AND  ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


CHEM.  UBRABY 
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The  Latest  News 


There  have  been  several  inquiries  concerning  the 
average  price  paid  to  Louisiana  cane  growers  during 
the  base  period  of  1909-1914,  so  we  reproduce  the 
figures  of  the  U.  S.  Crop  Reporting  Board: 

Per  Ton 
of  Cane 

1909  $3.93 

1910  3.62 

1911  4.64 

1912  3.77 

1913  3.19 


By  C.  J.  Bourg 

single    standard    cane    parity    difference    for    benefit 
payments. 

The  last  paragraph  of  Section  7  in  the  Cane  Pur- 
chase Contract  which  refers  to  three  sucrose  brackets, 
will  be  eliminated  and  the  benefit  payments  will  be 
computed   upon  the   following  basis: 


Average 


$3.83 


The  1909  price  is  based  upon  what  growers  received 
from  sugar  companies  reporting  to  the  Census  of 
Manufacturers  for  1909,  according  to  data  on  Page 
333  of  Bulletin  No.  53,  Miscellaneous  Series,  U.  S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  entitled  "The  Sugar  Cane 
Industry."  The  1909  figure  of  $3.93  is  equivalent  to 
a  contract  rate  of  91.8  times  the  price  of  yellow  clari- 
fied sugar  at  New  Orleans,  shown  on  Page  330  of 
same  bulletin.  Cane  prices  for  1910,  1911,  1912  and 
1913  have  been  estimated  on  same  basis. 

It  had  been  practically  decided  but  not  "finally"  yet, 
that  both  the  Benefit  Payment  Contract  and  the 
Cane  Purchase  Contract  are  to  be  based  upon  returns 
per  ton  of  standard  cane  (between  11  and  12  per  cent 
sucrose  content).  The  copy  of  the  Purchase  Contract 
appearing  in  the  last  issue  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin 
shows  the  table  for  computing  payments.  Factors  for 
converting  tons  of  cane  at  various  sucrose  levels  into 
equivalent  tons  of  standard  cane,  will  accord  in  the 
Benefit  Payment  conversion  with  the  column  entitled 
"Per  Cent  of  Price  of  Standard  Cane  in  the  Purchase 
Contract."  Thus  100  tons  of  9.5  per  cent  sucrose  cane 
is  equivalent  to  85  tons  of  standard  cane,  and  100  tons 
of  14  per  cent  sucrose  cane  is  equivalent  to  120  tons 
of  standard  cane.  Intervals  of  one-tenth  of  one  per 
cent  sucrose  in  proportion.  Tons  of  cane  at  various 
sucrose  levels  are  to  be  converted  by  factors  into 
equivalent  tons  of  standard  cane  and  multiplied  by  a 


Normal 
Juice 
Sucrose 
9.5 
9.6 
9.7 
9.8 
9.9 
10.0 
10.1 
10.2 
10.3 
10.4 
10.5 
10.6 
10.7 
10.8 
10.9 
11.0] 
To 
12.0J 


Factor  for 
Standard 
Cane 
85 
86 
87 
88 
89 
90 
91 
92 
93 
94 
95 
96 
97 
98 
99 

100 


Normal 
Juice 

Sucrose 
12.1 
12.2 
12.3 
12.4 
12.5 
12.6 
12.7 
12.8 
12.9 
13.0 
13.1 
13.2 
13.3 
13.4 
13.5 
13.6 
13.7 
13.8 
13.9 
14.0 


Factor  for 
Standard 
Cane 
101 
102 
103 
104 
105 
106 
107 
108 
109 
110 
111 
112 
113 
114 
115 
116 
117 
118 
119 
120 


Drawback  Sugar. 

Sugar  always  seems  capable  of  "a  fantastic  situa- 
tion." Recent  developements  with  regard  to  the 
drawback  on  sugars  have  engaged  the  excited  atten- 
tion of  the  A.A.A.  as  well  as  the  Bureau  of  Customs. 
It  is  well  known  that  raw  sugar  imported  for  pro- 
cessing in  the  United  States  for  re-export  to  foreign 
countries,  can  be  made  the  subject  of  a  refund  of  99 
per  cent  of  the  duty  paid,  which  is  called  the  draw- 
back. The  only  limitations  in  the  law  apparently  are 
that  the  sugar  must  be  processed  within  a  year  of 
importation    and    must    be    re-exported    within    three 
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years  of  importation.  The  importer  is  not  required 
to  designate  those  sugars  which  he  imports  as  being 
intended  for  re-export,  but  under  the  law  he  may 
substitute  any  sugars  up  to  the  limit  of  the  volume 
he  has  imported  within  a  year. 

Ordinarily  these  laws  and  regulations  made  there- 
under, work  out  fairly  well.  But  when  we  remember 
that  the  duty  on  Cuban  sugar  has  been  twice  re- 
duced in  the  past  several  months,  we  begin  to  get  an 
idea  of  the  complications.  At  the  present  time  a 
refiner  who  imported  from  Cuba  50,000  tons  of  raw 
sugar  in  the  early  part  of  1934,  on  which  he  paid  2 
cents  per  pound  tariff  duty,  even  though  he  has 
melted  all  of  the  50,000  tons  and  sold  the  refined 
sugar  resulting  therefrom  in  the  markets  of  the  United 
States,  can  now  import  an  additional  50,000  tons  of 
raw  sugar,  on  which  he  pays  90  cents  a  hundred 
pounds  tariff  duty,  and  export  the  refined  product  to 
Europe,  then  claim  a  drawback  of  99  per  cent  of  the 
$2.00  a  hundred  pounds  tariff  duty  which  he  paid  in 
the  Spring.  By  doing  this,  the  refiner  is  able  to  make 
a  clear  $1.08  per  hundred  pounds  on  the  tariff  alone. 

From  the  standpoint  of  the  Jones-Costigan  Act, 
drawback  sugars  are  specifically  exempted  from  being 
charged  against  quotas,  which  makes  the  situation  all 
the  more  interesting,  because  it  provides  an  additional 
outlet  for  Cuban  sugar.  In  addition,  there  are  reports 
that  the  London  market  has  already  felt  the  effect 
of  the  sale  of  drawback  sugars  by  American  refiners 
in  European  markets,  with  a  resulting  depression  in 


the  world  price.  While  it  is  not  being  done  these 
days,  there  are  some  of  us  old-fashioned  people  that 
might  be  concerned  over  the  rather  large  amount  of 
money  that  may  have  to  be  paid  out  by  the  United 
States  Government  should  the  refiners  go  into  the 
drawback  business  on  a  very  large  scale.  There  is 
serious  question  as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  refiners 
will  do  this. 

The  Philippines. 
Mr.  Manuel  Quezon,  President  of  the  Philippine 
Senate,  is  now  in  Washington.  It  is  reported  that  he 
has  been  in  a  series  of  conferences  with  Government 
officials  and  members  of  the  House  and  Senate  who 
are  on  the  Insular  Affairs  Committees.  Mr.  Quezon 
has  stated  for  the  press  that  he  is  in  America  to  dis- 
cuss the  relationship  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Philippine  Islands  after  independence  actually 
becomes  a  fact.  But  we  know  that  a  movement  is 
already  started  to  amend  the  Independence  Act  at  the  A 
next  session  of  Congress.  Some  members  of  Congress  'J 
are  reported  going  to  the  Philippine  Islands  following 
the  November  elections  for  the  purpose  of  investigat- 
ing the  economic  situation  there.  It  is  to  be  expected 
that  they  will  have  their  recommendations  to  make 
to  the  Congress.  As  reported  in  the  last  issue  of  the 
Sugar  Bulletin,  the  Philippine-American  Trade  As- 
sociation has  been  organized  with  the  very  evident 
purpose  of  perpetuating  the  free  trade  relationship  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  Philippine  Islands. 
Candidly,  unless  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  is  extended 
in  some  form  providing  a  quota  system  after  the 
statutory  three  years  have  expired,  our  commercial 
relationship  with  the  Philippines  will  become  quite  as 
important,  if  not  more  so,  as  our  commercial  relation- 
ships with  the  Cuban  republic. 

The  A.A.A.  in  Court. 

Two  very  important  court  decisions  to  the  sugar  jt 
industry  were  handed  down  in  the  past  few  days. 
The  first  was  a  case  in  Massachusetts  which  tested 
the  constitutionality  of  the  A.  A.  Act  and  particularly 
the  processing  tax  levied  thereunder.  This  decision 
sustained  the  right  of  Congress  to  delegate  its  revenue 
or  taxing  powers  to  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Federal   government. 

Of  closer  interest  and  of  greater  moment  to  the 
sugar  industry  is  the  decision  in  the  Hawaiian  suit 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
which  specifically  attacked  the  Jones-Costigan  amend- 
ments to  the  A.  A.  Act.  The  decision  is  rather  lengthy 
but  we  reproduce  the  more  vital  excerpts  from  the 
opinion  of  the  court  for  your  perusal: 

"The  power  of  Congress  'To  regulate  commerce 
with  foreign  nations,  among  the  several  states  and 
with  the  Indian  tribes'  does  not  expressly  include  die 
territories,  and  some  doubt  has  been  expressed  as  to 
the  existence  of  that  power.  Ex  Parte  Hanson,  28  Fed. 
127.  But  this  power  has  nevertheless  been  contin- 
ually exercised  by   Congress  for  many  years. 

"If  the  power  of  Congress  to  pass  this  act  depended 
solely  upon  this  clause  of  the  Constitution,  it  might 
well  be  doubted  that  Congress  could  discriminate  as 
between  Hawaii  and  Continental  United  States  or 
prohibit  the  importation  from  Hawaii  into  Continental 
United  States  of  articles  of  trade  or  commerce,  other 
than  those  that  might  be  deemed  injurious  to  health 
or  morals  or  otherwise  deleterious.  Anchor  Coal  Co. 
v.  United  States,  25  Fed.  (2nd)  462;  Welton  v.  Mis- 
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souri,  95  U.  S.  275,  280;  County  of  Mobile  v.  Kim- 
ball,  102  U.   S.  691. 

"But  Congress  is  also  given  the  power  'to  dispose 
of  and  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  respect- 
ing the  Territory  or  other  property  belonging  to  the 
United  States.'  Under  this  it  has  been  held  that  its 
power  is  absolute  and  uncontrolled  except  by  those 
elementary  principles  above  mentioned,  and  also,  in 
the  case  of  organized  territories,  by  the  inhibitions  of 
the  Constitution.  Subject  to  these  limitations  it  has 
all  the  power  that  a  state  government  has  over  its 
own  citizens.  It  would  seem  then  that  apart  from  the 
Commerce  clause  it  has  full  power  to  regulate  the 
commerce  of  a  territory,  whether  organized  or  not 
and  if  necessary  or  expedient  to  lay  embargoes  against 
exports.  This  authority  would  arise,  as  was  said  in 
DeLima  v.  Bidwell,  182  U.  S.  196,  in  reference  to  its 
general  powers  over  a  territory,  'not  necessarily  from 
the  territorial  clause  of  the  Constitution,  but  from 
the  necessities  of  the  case,  and  from  the  inability  of 
the  States  to  act  upon  the  subject.' 

"The  great  distance  of  Hawaii  from  the  continent, 
separated  by  the  ocean,  the  difference  in  race  of 
many  of  its  inhabitants,  the  difference  in  manner  of 
living,  in  the  raising  of  its  agricultural  products,  all 
might  give  rise  for  many  grounds  for  legislation  as 
to  its  commerce  which  would  not  apply  to  the  Con- 
tinent. 

"The  contention  of  the  plaintiffs  that  the  effect  of 
the  Act  and  of  the  action  of  the  Secretary  thereunder 
will  constitute  a  preference  of  the  ports  of  Continen- 
tal United  States  over  those  of  Hawaii  is  met  by  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Alaska  v.  Troy,  258 
U.  S.  101,  holding  that  the  provision  of  the  Constitu- 
tion that  'no  preference  shall  be  given  by  any  regu- 
lation of  commerce  or  revenue  to  the  ports  of  one 
State  over  another,'  does  not  apply  to  the  ports  of 
even  the  territories  which  have  been  incorporated  into 
the  United  States. 

"In  my  opinion,  therefore,  Congress  has  the  power 
to  limit  the  importation  of  sugar  from  Hawaii,  and 
that  limitation  in  no  way  deprives  the  plaintiffs  of 
property  without  due  process  of  law. 

"The  plaintiffs  allege  that  in  fixing  the  quotas  the 
Secretary  did  not  use  the  same  period  in  the  case 
of  Hawaii  as  that  used  by  him  in  fixing  the  quotas 
for  other  areas;  that  the  quotas  for  Hawaii  are  in- 
correct and  inexact,  and  known  to  be  so  by  the  offi- 
cials of  the  Department  of  Agriculture;  that  the  Sec- 
retary unjustly  discriminated  against  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  and  the  plaintiffs. 

"Regardless  of  any  question  as  to  the  power  of 
Congress  to  fix  these  quotas  for  Hawaii  in  any  man- 
ner that  it  might  deem  fit  under  its  general  powers 
oyer  that  Territory,  it  would  seem  that  this  delegation 
of  powers  is  not  prohibited  by  the  Constitution  and 
are  similar  to  those  granted  to  the  President  by  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1922  authorizing  the  President  to  change 
the  classification  and  rates  of  duty  established  in  that 
act  upon  investigation  of  differences  in  foreign  and 
domestic  cost  of  production.  These  powers  were  sus- 
tained by  the  Supreme  Court  in  Hampton  v.  United 
States,  276  U.  S.  394. 

"The  power  of  the  Secretary  to  fix  quotas,  so  far 
as  the  importation  of  sugar  into  Continental  United 
btates  is  concerned,  might  arise  from  the  power  to 
govern  the  territory  itself  and  to  make  rules  and  reg- 


ulations for  its  government,  but  I  do  not  think  that 
this  power  would  extend  to  the  fixing  of  a  tax,  not 
for  the  benefit  of  the  territory,  but  for  the  general 
government.  However,  so  far  as  the  delegation  of 
powers  here  involved  is  concerned,  I  think,  that  in 
the  light  of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  that 
power  was  properly  delegated.  Congress  left  to  the 
Secretary  the  power  to  determine  as  the  basis  of  the 
quota,  the  three  years  which  he  deemed  to  be  the 
most  representative  for  the  general  purpose  of  the 
act.  His  power  was  to  be  exercised  for  the  purpose  of 
adjusting  production  to  consumption  and  in  doing  so 
he  must  have  'due  regard  to  the  welfare  of  domestic 
producers  and  to  the  protection  of  domestic  consum- 
ers and  to  a  just  relation  between  the  prices  received 
by  domestic  producers  and  the  prices  paid  by  do- 
mestic consumers.' 

"If  the  powers  given  to  the  Secretary  were  properly 
delegated  then  he  had  full  discretion  in  ascertaining 
the  facts  upon  which  his  actions  were  based,  and  the 
Court  has  no  jurisdiction  to  review  his  decisions  un- 
less they  be  arbitrary  and  palpably  incorrect.  Much 
evidence  has  been  introduced  in  the  trial  of  this  case 
attacking  the  correctness  of  the  facts  found  by  the 
Secretary  and  to  show  that  the  data  upon  which  he 
based  his  actions  were  incorrect.  In  my  opinion  the 
Court  cannot  go  into  the  question  as  to  the  means  by 
which  the  Secretary  arrived  at  his  conclusions.  The 
real  question  is  whether  his  findings  are  so  clearly 
unjustified  by  the  facts  as  to  show  that  his  action 
was  arbitrary.  From  the  whole  testimony  I  cannot 
find  that  the  facts  upon  which  it  is  claimed  that  the 
quotas  were  based  have  been  disproved  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  show  that  his  actions  were  arbitrary  or 
even  incorrect,  had  the  court  power  to  determine  the 
question  of  mere  incorrectness.  It  is  unnecessary  to 
discuss  that  evidence  in  detail,  but  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  quotas  fixed  by  the  Secretary  were  not  fixed  ar- 
bitrarily, or  were  substantially  incorrect. 

"The  plaintiffs  further  claim  that  by  reason  of  the 
discriminatory  fixing  of  quotas  by  the  Secretary  the 
processing  tax  provided  for  in  the  act  will  not  be 
uniform  throughout  the  United  States. 

"This  tax  on  its  face  is  uniform  throughout  the 
United  States  including  in  that  designation  those  ter- 
ritories to  which  Congress  has  extended  the  Consti- 
tution. The  rate  is  uniform  and  the  mere  fact  that  it 
may  impose  greater  burdens  in  some  localities  than 
in  others  does  not  affect  the  power  of  Congress.  The 
function  delegated  to  the  Secretary  is  to  calculate  the 
rate  according  to  certain  data  and  he  does  not  himself 
impose  the  tax. 

"So  far  as  the  processing  tax  is  concerned,  there- 
fore, I  think  that  Congress  had  the  power  to  delegate 
this  authority  to  the  Secretary. 

"If  the  existence  of  an  emergency  be  necessary  to 
call  for  the  exercise  of  these  powers  of  Congress,  I 
think  there  is  no  doubt  that  an  emergency  did  exist, 
not  only  in  the  sugar  trade  in  the  United  States  but 
also  in  trade  and  commerce  in  sugar  with  foreign 
countries  and  in  commodities  in  general. 

"It  is  by  no  means  clear  that  in  view  of  the  rise  in 
the  price  of  sugar,  due  largely  to  the  effects  of  the 
administration  of  the  Sugar  Act,  that  the  plaintiffs 
have  suffered  any  financial  loss,  in  spite  of  the  re- 
straints upon  their  exportations  of  sugar.  In  fact  I 
think  that  the  evidence  shows  that  the  plaintiffs  will 
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gain  rather  than  lose  by  the  enforcement  of  the  Act. 
"Upon  the  whole  case,  therefore,  I  think  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  and  the  actions  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  attacked  by  the  plaintiffs  do 
not  operate  to  deprive  these  plaintiffs  of  property 
without  due  process  of  law,  and  the  bill  of  complaint 
should  be  dismissed  with  costs." 


Emergency  Rations  for  Sugar  Mules 

By  M.  G.  Snell 
1250  Mules   at  Hard  Work 
Ration  No.  1  Daily 

Corn,  ground  whole  ear,  or  Grain  sorghum, 

ground  heads  5.00  pounds 

Molasses   - 9.00  pounds 

Hay,   soybean,    alfalfa,   or   grass 8.00  pounds 

Ration  No.  2  Daily 

Cottonseed  meal   3.50 pounds 

Molasses   9.00  pounds 

Hay,  soybean,  alfalfa,  or  grass 8.00  pounds 

Ration  No.  3  Daily 

Rice  bran,  3   parts     1 5.00  pounds 

Rice    polish,    1    part  ) 

Molasses   9.00  pounds 

Hay   8.00  pounds 

Molasses  is  one  of  the  cheapest  feeds  the  sugar 
farmer  has  for  feeding  his  work  mules.  It  can  be  fed 
up  to  nine  pounds  daily  and  will  give  as  good  results 
as  an  equal  amount  of  shelled  corn,  milo  chops,  or 
any  other  carbonaceous  concentrate.  Molasses  when 
poured  over  ground  whole  ear  corn,  ground  milo 
heads,  or  any  other  ground  feed  gives  its  best  results. 
It  can  be  mixed  with  other  ground  feeds  when  it 
makes  not  more  than  twenty  per  cent  of  the  ration. 
If  six  to  nine  pounds  are  fed  daily,  then  mixing  the 
molasses  with  each  feed  is  best. 

Cottonseed  meal  has  given  good  results  when  fed 
with  molasses. 

Rice    by-products,    especially    rice    bran    and    rice 
polish,   should  provide   an  economical  feed.     A   mix- 
ture of  rice  bran,  three  parts,   and   rice  polish,  one 
part,  plus  molasses  should  prove  an  economical  feed. 
Write  for  Louisiana  Bulletin  No.  230.     It  says: 

1.  Blackstrap  molasses  is  equivalent  to  corn  grain 
as  a  feed  for  work  mules. 

2.  Blackstrap  molasses  increases  the  appetite  of 
the  mules  for  other  feeds. 

3.  Nine  pounds  seem  to  be  nearly  the  maximum 
amount  of  molasses  that  can  be  fed  to  farm  work 
mules  with  good  results. 

4.  Heavy     molasses     feeding     seems     to    increase 


sweating  and  "winding"  of   mules,  especially  in  the 
hot  summer  months. 

5.  Blackstrap  molasses,  ground  whole  ear  corn 
and  alfalfa  or  soybean  hay  make  a  very  satisfactory 
feed  combination  for  farm  work  mules. 

6.  Feeding  molasses  fresh,  especially  when  sixi 
pounds  or  more  is  fed  to  the  mule  daily,  is  preferable 
to  mixing  the  molasses  with  the  feed.  Moist  mo- 
lasses feed  may  ferment  thereby  causing  digestive 
disturbances. 

7.  Molasses  has  a  more  or  less  constant  feeding 
value  for  mules  whereas  with  cattle  its  value  seems 
to  vary  with  the  amount  and  with  the  other  feeds 
fed. 

8.  Treating  mules  for  worms  twice  yearly  is  rec- 
ommended. 


Genetic  Improvement  of  Sugar 
Cane 

Read  by  G.  B.  Sartoris,  Pathologist,  Division  of  Sugar 
Plant  Investigations,  Bureau   of  Plant   Industry, 
United    States    Department    of    Agriculture, 
before  Ille  Congres  International  Tech- 
nique   et    Chimique    des    Industries 
Agricoles,  Paris,   1934. 
The  objective  of  sugar  cane  breeding  is   to   bring 
about  a  combination  of  inherited  characters  which  is 
adapted  to  a  particular  environment.     The  develop- 
ment of  each  plant  is  determined  by  an  intimate  in- 
teraction  between   its   inherited   constitution    and  the 
conditions    under    which    it    lives,    and    the    ultimate 
value  of   a   variety  depends   upon  its   adjustment  to 
the  conditions.     It  is  necessary  not  only  to  increase 
yield  per  unit  area  but  to  produce  varieties  to  meet 
changing  cultural   and   economic   conditions.     In  the 
sugar  cane   areas   of  the   United   States   the  yielding 
capacity  of  a  variety,  apart  from  its  inherent  multi- 
plying power,  is  dependent  upon  characters  such  as 
early  maturity,  and  the  ability  to  resist  disease,  ad- 
verse climate  and  other  unfavorable  conditions.     The 
problem   is   to   combine   the   desirable   characteristics 
of  two  or  more  varieties  into  a  single  variety.    While 
the  area  devoted  to  sugar  cane  in  the  United  States  is 
not  large,  the  different  regions  vary  in  soil,  climate, 
and  commercial   requirements.      Varieties    adapted  to 
the  various  conditions,  therefore,  must  be  produced. 
Since  it  appears  that  biological  populations  of  disease 
organisms  change  with  the  introduction  of  new  varie- 
ties, thus  breaking  down  their  resistance,  it  may  be- 
come necessary  to  rotate  varieties  and  to  supply  new 
ones. 
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To  meet  this  increasing  demand  for  new  varieties 
it  is  necessary  to  discover  what  crosses  will  result  in 
a  large  proportion  of  seedlings  approaching  commer- 
cial requirements.  As  a  prerequisite  of  a  breeding 
program  should  be  the  building  up  of  breeding  stocks 
of  known  genetical  constitution.  This  is  the  ideal, 
and  while  it  may  not  be  possible  to  attain,  it  can  be 
approached  nearer  and  nearer  by  a  definite  system 
of  breeding.  Hybridization  is  resorted  to  in  order  to 
secure  new  and  better  combinations  of  characters 
among  the  resulting  progenies.  Improvement  of  a 
given  species  may  consist  in  the  elimination  of  unde- 
sirable characters  or  of  the  production  of  entirely 
new  combinations  of  characters  already  existing  with- 
in the  species.  Unfortunately  the  desired  characters 
do  not  exist  among  the  varieties  of  a  single  species 
of  Saccharum,  therefore  it  is  necessary  to  resort  to 
species  hybridization.  Those  who  are  familiar  with 
the  results  of  species  hybridization,  and  the  number 
of  chromosomes  possessed  by  species  of  Saccharum, 
will  understand  that  the  problem  is  especially  diffi- 
cult. The  success  of  a  breeding  program  will  depend 
upon  the  selection  of  crosses  of  high  value  as  judged 
by  their  progenies.  At  the  United  States  Sugar  Plant 
Field  Station,  Canal  Point,  Florida,  the  best  crosses, 
Co.  281  X  U.  S.  1694,  Co.  281  X  P.  O.  J.  2878,  Co. 
281  X  N.  G.  251,  P.  O.  J.  2725  X  C.  P.  1165,  are 
being  used  in  a  program  of  convergent  improvement. 
All  of  these  varieties,  except  N.  G.  251,  are  species 
hybrids  of  two  or  more  of  the  following  species  of 
Saccharum:  S.  officinartiim,  S.  Barberi  and  S.  spon- 
lanenm.  N.  G.  251  is  a  new  species  collected  in  New 
Guinea  by  Dr.  E.  W.  Brandes.  It  has  not  been  de- 
scribed but  is  generally  known  as  S.  robustum. 

Breeding  program  modified  convergent  improve- 
ment.— Convergent  breeding  consists  of  a  definite  sys- 
tem of  crossing,  backcrossing  and  selfing,  accom- 
panied by  seFection,  in  an  effort  to  improve  varieties 
of  sugar  cane  without  interfering  with  their  behavior 
in  hybrid  combinations.  The  plan  is  intended  to 
accomplish  this  by  combining  the  favorable  factors 
from  two  or  more  varieties  into  a  single  variety. 
Modification  of  convergent  improvement  in  its  strict 
sense  is  necessary  because  homozygous  selfed  lines 
are  not  available.  In  sugar  cane  breeding  varieties 
which  develop  little  or  no  fertile  pollen  are  used  as 
"females",  and  those  which  produce  much  fertile 
pollen  are  used  as  "males".  Emasculating  young  un- 
opened flowers  of  the  variety  to  serve  as  female  is 
not  practical.  Therefore  it  is  not  practical  to  make 
reciprocal  back  crosses  between  an  Fi  individual  and 
its  parents,  but  it  is  possible  to  make  back  crosses 
between  brother  and  sister  Fi,  individuals  and  their 
parents. 

Two  varieties  possessing  together  the  desirable 
agronomic  characters  are  crossed.  Selected  Fi,  seed- 
lings are  back  crossed  to  one  parent  to  recover  the 
dominant  genotype  of  that  variety,  and  by  selection 
the  essential  factors  entering  the  cross  from  the  non- 
recurrent parent  are  retained.  At  the  same  time  the 
best  seedlings  are  used  to  start  selfed  lines  from 
which  are  selected  those  individuals  approaching  the 
desired  type.  Thus  an  attempt  is  made  to  fix  the 
added  character  in  the  homozygous  condition.  These 
operations  are  performed  in  parallel  with  each  of  the 
improvement  will  be  obtained  by  repeating  the  opera- 
tions using  the  recovered  varieties  in  place  of  the 
original   varieties   as   foundation   stock.     New   factors 


are  introduced  by  crossing  recovered  varieties  from 
other  series. 

This  program  is  based  upon  several  assumptions, 
and  the  more  important  of  these  are  given  below. 
The  cross  of  varieties  that  produce  high-yielding 
progeny  possess  together  the  important  dominant 
agronomic  characters  for  increasing  yield,  and  both 
varieties  have  the  necessary  recessive  factors.  Back 
pollenating  a  cross  Co.  281  X  U.  S.  1694  to  one  of 
the  parents,  Co.  281,  in  several  successive  generations, 
without  selection,  and  in  the  absence  of  linkage,  will 
intensify  the  genotype  of  the  recurrent  parent.  Pur- 
poseful selection  for  chosen  characters  such  as  early 
maturity,  mosaic  resistance,  etc.,  of  only  the  more 
vigorous  productive  plants  during  the  period  of  suc- 
cessive back  crossing  will  retain  some  of  the  dominant 
favorable  factors  of  the  nonrecurrent  parent,  U.  S. 
1694.  Selection  within  selfed  lines  will  produce  a 
line  homozygous  for  the  dominant  Co.  281  and  somo 
of  the  dominant  U.  S.  1694  factors.  This  recovered 
line  should  behave  the  same  as  Co.  281  in  crosses 
with  U.  S.  1694,  since  only  the  dominant  factors 
would  be  expressed  in  the  heterozygous  condition. 

Since  the  parents  used  in  the  breeding  programs 
are  species  hybrids,  cromosonal  behavior,  with  re- 
spect to  deviations  in  chromosome  numbers,  will  have 
an  important  bearing  upon  the  results.     Fortunately 
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sugar  cane  is  grown  from  cuttings,  therefore  any  use- 
ful variety  produced  by  chromosonal  aberration  may 
be  propagated  and  exploited.  Polyploidy,  however, 
may  accelerate  or  retard  the  convergence  of  the  va- 
rieties, or  influence  characters  so  that  there  will  be 
a  general  tendency  for  variation  to  exceed  the  limits 
of  the  parents.  The  possibilities  under  polyploidy 
are  as  follows: 

a)  Autopolyploid. 

The  chromosomes  have  a  common  descent  and 
the  complex  is  reduplication.  The  chromosomes  pair 
freely  and  at  random; 

b)  Allopolyploid. 

The  chromosomes  have  a  polyphyletic  descent  and 
the  complex  is  a  combination  of  dissimilar  series; 
that  is,  by  doubling  in  a  hybrid  or  its  progenitors, 
only  those  chromosomes  that  are  of  like  descent  will 
pair  (autosyndesis)  thus  giving  a  gametic  series  in- 
trinsically different  from  that  of  an  autoployploid. 
The  allopolyploid  will  breed  true  because  autosynde- 
sis prevents  the  segregation  of  specific  character; 

c)  Hybrid  polyploids. 

The  pairing  of  chromosomes  of  dissimilar  descent 
(allosyndesis)  may  occur,  thus  producing  a  gametic 
series  intermediate  between  free  pairing  and  autosun- 
desis,  and  permits  the  segregation  of  specific  char- 
acters. 


Other  factors  which  may  influence  the  convergence 
of  the  strains  are:  dwarfism,  albinism,  fasciations, 
lethals,  and  sterility.  These  factors  occur  generally 
throughout  the  plant  world. 

This  breeding  program  has  many  ramifications. 
It  is  a  vast  field  for  the  combined  efforts  of  the  agron- 
omist, the  cytologist,  the  plant  pathologist,  and  the 
plant  breeder.  Large  progenies  of  the  more  im- 
portant crosses  and  all  the  selections  are  tested  at 
field  stations  in  Louisiana,  Georgia,  and  Florida  for 
adaptation  to  soil  and  climate.  A  study  is  made  of 
their  reaction  toward  diseases  under  the  conditions 
peculiar  to  each  region.  Cytological  studies  are  made 
of  the  parent  varieties  in  order  to  determine  the 
chromosome  numbers  and  the  behavior  of  the  chromo-- 
somes  in  hybrid  combinations.  All  of  these  projects 
which  are  so  intimately  related  to  the  breeding  pro- 
gram are  carried  on  by  the  Division  of  Sugar  Plant 
Investigations,  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture. 

In  so  far  as  it  has  been  possible  to  carry  out  the 
program  during  the  past  three  years,  the  results  have 
substantiated  the  theoretical  assumptions  upon  which 
the  program  is  founded.  While  the  method  outlined 
is  slow  and  perhaps  cumbersome  yet  it  affords  the 
same  opportunities  for  the  production  of  new  com- 
mercial varieties  as  a  system  based  upon  chance 
alone,  and  besides  that  it  furnishes  a  means  for 
building  up  breeding  stock  of  known  potentialities. 
This  will  enable  the  plant  breeder  more  readily  to 
bring  about  a  combination  of  inherited  characters 
which  are  adapted  to  a  particular  environment. 
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MORE  SUGAR— MORE  PROFIT 

Read  below  the  results  of  Fertilizer  Tests  reported  in  the  Sugar 

Bulletin,  Page  3,  March  1,  1934 


FROM  THE  HOUMA  EXPERIMENT  STATION 


RESULTS  OF  FIRST  AND  SECOND  YEAR  STUBBLE  EXPERIMENTS  ON  "SANDY  LAND" 

(YAZOO  VERY  FINE  SANDY  LOAM) 
First  year  stubble  results  (Season  of  1930) 


Mixture 
Percent 
N-P-K 


20-0-0* 
8-12-Of 
20-0-0* 
12-8-Of 

12-4-4f 

0-0-0 


20-0-0* 
8-1 2-0 t 
20-0-0* 
1 2-8-0 f 
12-4-4 f 

0-0-0 


Fertilizer  Applications 


Pounds  Per  Acre 


123  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  20  lbs.  nitrogen 

327  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  24  lbs.  Nitrogen +36  lbs.  P2O5 

246  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  40  lbs.  Nitrogen 

342  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen+24  lbs.  P2Os 

307  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen  +  12  lbs.  P205  +  12  lbs. 

K20 

Check         No  fertilizer 

Second  year  stubble  results  (Season  of  1931) 

123  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  20  lbs.  Nitrogen 

327  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  24  lbs.  Nitrogen +36  lbs.  P2O5 

246  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  40  lbs.  Nitrogen 

342  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen+24  lbs.  P205 

307  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen  +  12  lbs.  P2Os  +  12  lbs. 

K20 

Check         No  fertilizer 


Tons 

Cane 

per 

Acre 


25.40 
27.83 
28.60 
33.26 

29.32 

21.45 


23.10 
25.78 
27.80 
29.50 

26.48 
19.11 


Pounds 

Sugar 

per 

Acre 


4768 
5427 
5254 
5840 

5668 
3945 


3617 
4331 
3734 
4909 

4446 
3279 


Increase  over 
Check 


Cane 
per  Acre 


3.95 

6.38 

7.15 

11.81 

7.87 


3.99 

6.67 

8.69 

10.39 

7.37 


Sugar 
per  Acre 


823 
1482 
1309 
1895 

1723 


1 


338 
1052 

455 
1630 

1167 


Replicated  plots  of  1/10  acre  in  size 

*Nitrate  of  soda  alone  was  used  on  the  all-nitrogen  plots. 

fThe  amount  of  each  mixture  to  apply  to  make  up  the  equivalent  of  20,  40  or  60  pounds  of  plant  food  per  acre  will,  of 
course,  vary  according  to  the  analysis  of  the  materials  which  are  used  in  the  mixtures.  In  these  experiments  nitrate 
of  soda,  containing  16.25  per  cent  N.,  was  used  as  a  source  of  nitrogen.  The  phosphoric  acid  was  from  20  per  cent 
superphosphate  and  the  potash  from  muriate  of  potash  analyzing  48  per  cent  K2O. 

Where  the  12-8-0  mixture  was  used  more  sugar  was  produced  per  acre  than  where 
Nitrogen  alone  was  applied.  On  first  year  stubble  the  combination  of  36  pounds  of 
Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  of  Phosphoric  Acid  produced  586  pounds  more  sugar  than  40 
pounds  of  Nitrogen.  On  second  year  stubble  36  pounds  of  Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  of 
Phosphoric  Acid  produced  1175  pounds  more  sugar.  300  pounds  12-8-0  per  acre  gives  you  36 
pounds  of  Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  Phosphoric  Acid. 
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WE  ARE   NOW   BOOKING 

SWIFT'S  RED  STEER 

SPECIAL  CANE  GROWER 

12-8-0 

Mr.  Lemann  is  now  pooling  orders  to  assure  us  sufficient  volume  and  economy  of 
handling  whereby  we  can  deliver  this  formula  to  you  this  spring  at  a  price  only  a  frac- 
tion higher  than  your  cost  of  Nitrogen  alone. 

GET  IN  TOUCH  WITH  MR.  LEMANN  AT   ONCE  AND  PLACE 
YOUR   ORDER   IN    THE  POOL. 

SWIFT  AND  COMPANY  FERTILIZER  WORKS 

1711    MASONIC   TEMPLE  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 


( 


THE 


S   U  G 

BULLETIN 

Entered  as  second-class  matter  April  13,  1925,  at  the  post  office  at 
New  Orleans,  La.,  under  Act  of  March  6,  1879. 


id    Applied 


ers    oy. 


Vol.  13 


NEW  ORLEANS,   LA.,   NOVEMBER   15,    1934 


No.  4 


The  Latest  News  From  Washington 


By  C.  J. 

We  have  every  indication  that  by  the  time  this  is 
printed,  the  sugar  cane  production  adjustment  con- 
tract (otherwise  known  as  the  Benefit  Payment  Con- 
tract) will  be  presented  to  the  growers  of  Louisiana 
for  their  execution  and  signature. 

We  cannot  with  propriety  publish  the  provisions 
of  this  Benefit  Payment  Contract  until  same  have 
been  officially  approved  and  released,  but  we  feel  at 
liberty  to  discuss  the  more  important  terms  which  we 
expect  will  be  contained  in  the  Contract  which  is 
offered. 

In  the  first  place,  a  farmer  will  be  eligible  to  sign 
this  contract  if  he  controls  by  ownership,  lease  or 
otherwise,  the  use  of  a  farm  located  in  Louisiana,, 
which  has  had  sugar  cane  production  of  some  sort 
within  the  past  five  years,  so  that  he  may  choose  one 
of  the  five  options  already  made  public.  In  case  of 
a  new  grower  the  following  has  been  announced  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture: 

It  would  be  required  that  the  farmer  show  the 
number  of  tons  of  sugar  cane  that  have  been  pro- 
duced on  his  farm  each  year  since  1929.  The  num- 
ber of  acres  used  for  this  production  will  not  be 
shown  except  in  the  year  1934  when  the  farmer  must 
designate  the  number  of  acres  used  for  sugar  cane 
for  sugar  making;  the  number  of  acres  used  for 
sugar  cane  for  syrup  making;  and  the  number  of 
acres  of  sugar  cane  used  for  seed. 

These  figures  will  be  checked  over  by  a  local  Com- 
mittee known  as  the  Parish  Sugarcane  Production 
Control  Committee,  whose  members  will  certify  to 
the  correctness  both  as  to  tonnage  for  the  past  five 
years  and  acreage  for  1934. 

From  discussions  had  so  far,  it  is  understood  that 
the  Contract  offered  will  contain  a  statement  that  the 
total  production  allotments  to  farmers  in  Louisiana 
for  1935  and  1936  crop  years  shall  not  be  less  than 
the  quota  allowed  Louisiana  in  the  Jones-Costigan 
Act,  under  Section  8a  (1),  (B)  and  (C);  the  exact 
language  in  the  Contract  may  be  more  general  than 
this,  but  the  meaning  will  be  the  same.  • 

A  paragraph  of  the  Benefit  Payment  Contract  is 
expected  to  state  that  the  number  of  tenants   on   a 


Bourg 
farm  shall  not  be  reduced  during  the  term  of  the 
Contract,  and  assurances  have  been  given  that  the 
policy  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  with  regard  to 
the  rights  of  tenants,  and  mortgagors,  will  be  clarified 
by  regulations  or  official  statements. 

At  the  present  writing  the  assignment,  sale  or  trans- 
fer of  the  rights  of  the  farmer  to  benefit  payments 
under  the  Contract,  are  prohibited  by  the  terms  of 
the  contract. 

The  labor  provisions  of  the  Benefit  Payment  Con- 
tract are  expected  to  be  very  broad,  containing  au- 
thority for  the  establishment  of  minimum  wages  for 
laborers  in  both  field  and  factory.  The  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  does  not  at  the  present  time  intend 
to  interfere  with  labor  conditions  unless  he  is  called 
upon  to  adjudicate  disputes,  but  with  the  present  in- 
tention of  producers  and  processors  to  pass  on  to 
their  employees  a  commensurate  benefit,  there  ap- 
pears little  reason  to  anticipate  any  disputes. 

The  Benefit  Payment  Contract  is  based  upon  the 
premises  that  all  undertakings  thereunder  shall  run 
with  the  land.  Of  course,  this  does  not  mean  that 
the  tenant,  or  the  cropper,  or  the  mortgagor,  or  the 
laborer,  shall  not  have  rights  which  will  be  defended 
by  the  Secretary  in  case  of  a  transfer. 

There  will  be  a  very  definite  tie-up  between  the 
Purchase  Contract  and  the  Benefit  Payment  Contract, 
under  a  provision  which  is  expected  to  state  that 
should  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  make  allotments 
to  processors  for  marketing  sugar,  the  farmer  will 
agree  in  the  Benefit  Payment  Contract  not  to  sell 
his  cane  to  a  processor  who  has  not  received  such 
an  allotment  for  1935  or  1936.  It  is  also  expected 
that  there  will  be  a  provision  requiring  a  producer 
who  is  also  a  processor  to  enter  into  contracts  pro- 
viding for  the  payment  of  fair  prices  for  sugar  cane. 
In  view  of  the  official  approval  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  of  the  Purchase  Contract  for  1934,  the 
terms  of  that  contract  indicate  what  the  Secretary 
considers  a  fair  price,  at  least  for  1934. 

As  already  stated,  the  basis  of  the  Benefit  Pay- 
ment Contract  will  be  "standard  cane,"  and  as  shown 
by  the  letter  of  the  Secretary,  the  benefit  payments 
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will  be  made  upon  standard  cane  or  its  equivalent. 

The  advance  1934  payment  is  expected  to  be  made 
some  time  in  December  at  the  rate  of  One  Dollar 
per  ton  of  the  base  production  of  the  farm,  which 
is  estimated  upon  the  previous  experience  of  the 
farm  for  the  past  five  years. 

The  final  benefit  payment  will  be  made  after 
March  1,  1935,  upon  the  number  of  tons  actually 
produced  and  delivered  from  the  farm  in  the  1934 
crop  year.  In  no  case  shall  this  benefit  payment  be 
less  than  $1.25  per  ton  of  sugar  cane. 

In  the  forward  years  the  advance  payment  may  be 
reduced  to  50  cents  per  ton  of  sugar  cane,  if  the 
market  price  of  cane  rises  sufficiently  so  that  the 
grower  will  receive  more  from  the  processor.  It  is 
probable  that  this  advance  1935  payment  may  be 
made  prior  to  Fall  planting  in  1935,  so  that  the 
farmer  will  not  have  to  borrow  money  for  this  pur- 
pose at  that  time. 

An  interesting  feature  will  be  the  provision  for  defi- 
ciency payment  in  the  case  of  crop  failures  or  freezes. 
For  instance,  should  there  be  a  freeze  next  month,  it 
is  expected  that  the  Government  will  agree  to  pay  at 
the  rate  of  $1.50  per  ton  for  all  cane  that  is  a  total 
loss.  This  is  based  upon  the  fact  that  cane  frozen 
during  the  harvesting  season  is  not  only  a  total  loss 
but  is  an  added  expense  because  it  is  necessary  to 
remove  same.     Should  there  be  a  loss  in  1935  by  lea- 


son  of  drought  or  freeze  or  other  causes  which  result 
in  the  abandonment  of  acreage,  the  Government 
would  agree  to  pay  at  the  rate  of  $1.00  per  ton. 

The  organization  of  Parish  Sugarcane  Production 
Control  Committees  for  the  local  supervision  and 
certification  of  contracts,  will  entail  considerable  ex- 
pense and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  will  probably 
reserve  to  himself  the  right  to  deduct  from  the  bene- 
fit payments  the  prorata  share  per  ton  chargeable 
against  each  farmer  for  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Committees. 

The  Benefit  Payment  Contract  will  be  for  1934  and 
1935,  with  the  privilege  given  the  Secretary  to  extend 
the  contracts  to  1936,  should  the  circumstances  and 
conditions  at  that  time  justify  the  extension.  The 
Secretary  will  notify  all  farmers  prior  to  August  1, 
1935,  of  his  intentions  in  this  regard.  It  is  entirely 
possible  that  the  price  of  sugar  may  find  its  proper 
level  by  that  time  and  equal  the  prewar  parity  price, 
which  would  mean  that  the  farmers  would  receive 
pre-war  parity  from  the  processors  under  the  ordi- 
nary cane  purchase  contract,  and  it  would  be  no 
longer  necessary  for  the  Federal  Government  to  make' 
any  benefit  payments. 

The  checks  for  payments  are  expected  to  be  han- 
dled locally  in  Louisiana,  probably  through  the  Parish 
Sugarcane  Production  Control  Committees,  with  the 
assistance  of  County  Agents,  all  of  them  cooperating 
with  a  Disbursing  Officer  at  some  central  point.  The 
checks  will  be  made  payable  to  the  farmer  himself, 
except  in  cases  of  incompetency  or  insolvency,  or 
death  or  disappearance,  or  where  a  landlord  and  ten- 
ant will  be  paid  direct  for  their  respective  interests 
in  the  crop  as  determined  by  their  rental  agreement. 
In  all  cases  where  the  farmer  is  operating  as  a  tenant 
or  cropper,  the  other  parties  at  interest  must  also  sign 
the  contract. 

It  all  seems  to  be  a  very  complicated  program, 
when  one  views  it  from  afar,  but  when  it  is  broken 
down  into  the  case  of  an  individual  farmer,  who  has 
been  delivering  his  cane  to  one  processor,  whose  rec- 
ords are  accurate,  the  application  of  the  program  to 
him  will  be  fairly  simple. 

It  is  most  important  for  the  Louisiana  sugar  indus- 
try that  the  very  best  Parish  Committees  should  be 
selected  and  that  each  farmer  thereafter  give  his 
wholehearted  and  active  cooperation  to  the  Com- 
mittee, to  the  County  Agent,  to  the  State  Organiza- 
tion and  to  the  Agent  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
in  Louisiana. 


Purchase  Contract  Officially 
Approved 

The  official  approval  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane 
Purchase  Contract  has  been  given  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  in  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  C.  D. 
Kemper  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ten. 

This  Committee  of  Ten  was  duly  elected,  one-half 
by  growers  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Belt  and 
one-half  by  processors  of  the  same  area,  the  mem- 
bers in  each  case  being  from  localities  representative 
of  different  sections  within  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane 
Belt.  This  letter  is  interesting  not  only  because  it 
gives  the  official  approval  of  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment to  the  Purchase  Contract,  but  it  announces 
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the  policy  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  with  re- 
gard to  benefit  payments. 

Both  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
and  the  Purchase  Contract  itself  are  reproduced  be- 
low because  they  speak  for  themselves  officially. 

Nov.  10,  1934. 
Mr.  C.  D.  Kemper, 

Chairman,  Committee  of  Ten, 
Franklin,  Louisiana. 
Dear  Mr.  Kemper: 

This  letter  is  to  notify  you  as  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Ten  representing  processors  and  grow-' 
ers  of  sugarcane  in  Louisiana,  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  will  take  the  following  action. 

First,  in  ascertaining  the  average  farm  price  of 
standard  sugarcane  received  by  producers  for  the 
1934-35  crop  year  in  Louisiana  in  order  to  determine 
benefit  payments  under  the  Louisiana  Sugarcane  Pro- 
duction Adjustment  Contract,  the  prices  paid  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  payment  schedule  of  the  Louisiana 
Sugarcane  Purchase  Contract  (a  copy  of  which  is 
enclosed)  will  be  employed  by  the  Secretary. 

Second,  that  benefit  payments  for  the  1934-35  crop 
will  be  made  to  producers  who  enter  into  the  Louisi- 
ana Sugarcane  Production  Adjustment  Contract  with 
the  Secretary,  in  an  amount  per  ton  of  standard  cane 
equal  to  the  difference  between  fair  exchange  value 
of  cane  and  average  farm  price  of  standard  cane  as 
determined  above. 

Third,  the  1934  tonnage  on  which  payments  to  an 
individual  producer  will  be  made  will  be  the  actual 
tons  delivered  converted  into  equivalent  tonnage  of 
standard  cane.  The  conversion  from  actual  tonnage 
to  equivalent  standard  cane  tonnage  will  be  made  by 
reference  to  the  column  in  the  Sugarcane  Purchase 
Contract  captioned  "Per  Cent  of  Price  of  Standard 
Cane". 

Fourth,  the  Secretary  will  appoint  a  person  to  act 
as  a  Chairman  of  the  Grower-Processor  Committee, 
and  such  person  is  to  act  pursuant  to  the  powers 
granted  the  Chairman  in  the  Sugarcane  Purchase 
Contract. 

The  enclosed  copy  of  the  Sugarcane  Purchase  Con- 
tract is  in  the  form  which  we  understand  has   been 
mutually  agreed  to  by  producers   and  processors   as 
represented   by  the   Committee   of  Ten. 
Sincerely  yours, 

(Signed)   H.  A.  WALLACE, 

Secretary. 

OFFICIAL  COPY,  AS  APPROVED,  OF  THE 
LOUISIANA  SUGARCANE  PURCHASE 
CONTRACT 
STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 


PARISH  OF. 


I 


CONTRACT   AND   AGREEMENT   entered   into 

at this 

day  of ,   19 ,  by  and  between 


hereinafter  called  the  "Grower",  on  behalf  of  himself, 

his  heirs  and  assigns,  and 

hereinafter     called 

the  "Processor". 

WITNESSETH: 
I.     The  Processor  being  desirous  of  buying  sugar- 


cane in  order  to  manufacture  the  same  into  sugar,  and 
the  Grower  being  the  owner  or  lessee  (as  the  case 
may  be)  of  the  following  described  property  situated 

in  The  Parish  of ,  to-wit: 

which  he  is  cultivating  in  sugarcane  and  other  crops, 
for  which  sugarcane  he  is  desirous  of  securing  a  cer- 
tain market,  have  agreed  and  do  hereby  agree  as 
follows : 

2.  The  Grower  agrees  to  sell  %   of  the 

1934-35  crop  of  the  sugarcane  grown  upon  the  above 
described  property,  save  and  except  such  amount  as 
may  be  necessary  to  reserve  for  seed  cane. 

3.  The  Grower  hereby  agrees  to  deliver  sugarcane 
f.o.b.  delivery  point  in  barges,  cars,  trucks  or  wagons, 
which  in  case  of  barges  or  cars  shall  be  furnished  by 
the  Processor,  such  delivery  by  the  Grower  to  begin 
when  the  Grower  is  notified  by  the  Processor,  which 
notification  shall  be  not  later  than 

4.  The  Processor  shall  determine  the  amount  of 
cane  which  the  Grower  shall  deliver  daily  and  shall 
give  reasonable  notice  to  the  Grower  of  such  daily 
amounts,  but  such  amount  shall  be  proportionate  to 
the  total  tonnage  of  cane  to  be  received  during  the 
twenty-four  hours  from  all  sources  at  the  factory  to 
which  this  cane  is  shipped,  all  conditions  and  weather 
permitting. 

5.  The  Grower  agrees  that  he  will  not  sell  or 
convey  the  property  hereinabove  described  during  the 
life  of  this  contract  unless  and  until  the  purchaser 
thereof  agrees  with  him  and  on  behalf  of  the  Pro- 
cessor to  assume  the  performance  of  this  contract  as 
and  for  the  Grower,  and  the  Grower  hereby  agrees 
not  to  alienate,  deteriorate  or  encumber  the  property 
hereinabove  described  to  the  prejudice  of  this  contract. 

6.  All  cane  must  be  reasonably  free  from  shucks 
or  trash  and  must  be  sound,  unfrozen  and  merchant- 
able and  cut  to  the  reasonable  satisfaction  of  the  Pro- 
cessor. The  cane  must  be  cut  in  the  top  ripe  joint 
unless  and  until  there  is  a  freeze,  after  which  knives 
shall  be  lowered  so  as  to  remove  all  sour  or  acid 
joints. 

7.  The  Processor  agrees  to  accept  and  pay,  for 
all  sugarcane  delivered  under  this  contract  in  accord- 
ance with  its  terms,  the  price  per  ton  (2000  lbs.)  set 
forth  in  the  following  schedule: 


Per  Cent 

Normal 

of  Price 

PRICE  OF  RAWS 

Juice 

of  Stand- 
ard Cane 

85 

Sucrose 

2.00 

2.25 
1.50 

2.50 
1.70 

2.75 
1.92 

3.00 
2.14 

3.25 

3.50 
2.62 

3.75 

9.5 

1.29 

2.38 

2.87 

10.0 

90 

1.37 

1.58 

1.80 

2.03 

2.27 

2.52 

2.77 

3.04 

10.5 

95 

1.44 

1.67 

1.90 

2.15 

2.39 

2.66 

2.93 

3.21 

11.0-  \ 
12.0  J 

100 

1.52 

1.76 

2.00 

2.26 

2.52 

2.80 

3.08 

3.38 

12.5 

105 

1.60 

1.85 

2.10 

2.37 

2.65 

2.94 

3.23 

3.55 

13.0 

110 

1.67 

1.94 

2.20 

2.49 

2.77 

3.08 

3.39 

3.72 

13.5 

115 

1.75 

2.02 

2.30 

2.60 

2.90 

3.22 

3.54 

3.89 

14.0 

120 

1.82 

2.11 

2.40 

2.71 

3.02 

3.36 

3.70 

4.06 

Payments  for  intermediate  values  for  raw  sugar  and/or  sucrose  content  shall  be 
in  the  same  relative  proportion. 

The  value  of  sugarcane  for  the  purpose  of  payment 
shall  be  based  on  the  simple  average  of  the  weekly 
quotation  on  96°  raw  sugar  on  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
and  Rice  Exchange  for  the  weeks  from  October  18, 
1934  to  March  1,  1935.  An  initial  payment  hereunder 
shall  be  made  by  the  Processor  at  the  close  of  each 
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week  for  all  sugarcane  delivered  during  the  preceding 
week  equal  to  at  least  80%  of  the  amount  due  in  the 
above  schedule  for  cane  of  the  sucrose  content  as  de- 
livered calculated  upon  the  weekly  average  of  the 
week  of  delivery.  Final  payment  shall  be  paid  not 
later  than  March  10,  1935  and  payment  shall  be  se- 
cured as  provided  in  paragraph  8  of  this  contract. 

8.  For  the  purposes  of  securing  any  part  of  the 
purchase  price  which  remains  unpaid,  the  Processor 
shall  nominate  a  Trustee  whose  name  he  shall  trans- 
mit to  the  Grower-Processor  Committee  set  up  under 
this  contract  and  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Com- 
mittee and  such  nomination  shall  be  subject  to  the 
prior  approval  of  the  Committee.  The  Processor  and 
the  Trustee  shall  execute  a  trust  indenture  satisfactory 
to  the  Committee.  Immediately  after  making  the  ini- 
tial payment  as  hereinabove  provided,  the  Processor 
shall  deposit  with  the  Trustee  warehouse  certificate* 
covering  raw  sugar  and/or  refined  sugar  of  a  value 
equivalent  to  the  unpaid  amount  of  the  purchase 
price,  such  value  to  be  determined  by  the  quotation 
on  96°  raw  sugar  on  the  Louisiana  Sugar  and  Rice 
Exchange  for  the  week  in  which  the  certificates 
are  deposited.  The  Trustee  shall  hold  such  cer- 
tificates for  the  account  of  the  Processor  and  all 
Growers  to  whom  the  said  Processor  is  indebted  by 
reason  of  deliveries  made  under  this  contract.  The 
Processor  may  sell  the  sugars  covered  by  the  depos- 
ited warehouse  certificates  at  prevailing  market  prices 
and  upon  the  usual  trade  terms,  but  the  proceeds 
from  any  sugars  so  sold  shall  be  payable  to  the 
Trustee.  Upon  any  such  sale,  the  Trustee  shall 
thereupon  surrender  the  warehouse  certificates  to  the 
order  of  the  purchaser  of  sugar  so  sold  upon  receipt 
from  the  purchaser  of  such  documents  as  the  pur- 
chaser is  obligated  to  deliver  pursuant  to  the  terms 
and  provisions  of  the  sale.  The  Trustee  may  make 
pro  rata  payments  to  the  Growers  from  time  to  time. 
If  by  March  1,  1935  any  amount  owing  to  the  Grow- 
ers has  not  been  paid,  the  Trustee  after  notice  to 
Processor  shall  sell  all  the  sugars  held  by  him  in 
trust  and  distribute  the  entire  proceeds  of  the  trust 
to  the  Growers  as  their  interest  shall  appear  and  the 
balance,  if  any,  to  the  Processor.  If  upon  the  ex- 
haustion of  all  securities,  any  amount  of  the  purchase 
price  remains  unpaid,  the  Processor  will  then  become 
liable  to  pay  such  balance  at  once  to  the  Grower  to 
whom  such  balance  is  owing.  The  costs  of  such  trust 
arrangement,  if  any,  shall  be  borne  by  the  Processor' 
and  shall  not  be  paid  out  of  any  funds  or  securities 
in  the  hands  of  the  Trustee  owing  to  the  Growers. 
The  Processor  shall  notify  the  Committee  at  the  end 
of  each  week  of  the  amounts  owing  and  unpaid  on 
sugarcane  delivered  during  the  prior  week  and  of  the 
amount  of  sugar  covered  by  warehouse  receipts  which 
he  has  thereupon  deposited  with  the  Trustee  and  if 
such  security  was  not  of  the  value  required  hereunder 
at  the  time  of  its  deposit,  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee shall,  and  the  Grower  may,  require  immediate 
deposit  of  further  security,  the  value  to  be  determined 
as  of  the  date  when  deposit  should  have  been  made 
or  as  of  current  date,  whichever  is  higher. 

9.  For  any  cane  testing  under  9%%  sucrose  in 
the  normal  juice,  the  Processor  shall  pay  to  the 
Grower  the  actual  sugar  content  value  less  the  aver- 
age cost  of  weighing,  loading,  transportation  of  cane, 
selling  cost,  freight  on  sugar  and  a  milling  fee  of 
$1.50,  the  proceeds  to  be  figured  by  multiplying  the 
weekly  average  Exchange  quotation  on  96°  sugar  by  ..  , 
the  yield  of  said  cane  as  determined  by  the  Java  ¥ov-'M4M' 


mula  in  conjunction  with  mill  extraction  of  72%% 
and  a  boiling  house  efficiency  of  97%.  The  Pro- 
cessor, however,  may  refuse  to  accept  or  grind  such 
cane,  if,  in  his  opinion,  it  does  not  contain  enough 
sugar  to  cover  the  total  cost. 

10.  When  10  cc.  of  the  normal  juice  of  frozen 
sugarcane  are  titrated  against  a  N/10  solution  of 
NaOH,  using  phenolpthalein  as  an  indicator,  and  it 
requires  not  over  21/4:  cc.  of  the  N/10  NaOH  solution 
to  neutralize  the  acidity  in  the  normal  juice,  no  deduc- 
tions in  the  price  of  the  sugarcane  shall  be  made. 

When  10  cc.  of  the  normal  juice  of  frozen  sugar- 
cane are  titrated  against  a  N/10  solution  of  NaOH, 
using  phenolpthalein  as  an  indicator,  and  it  requires 
over  2V4  cc.  of  N/10  NaOH  solution  to  neutralize 
the  acidity  in  the  normal  juice,  a  deduction  will  be 
made  in  settlement,  based  upon  decreased  boiling 
house  efficiency. 

11.  One  sucrose  test  shall  be  made  at  the  factory, 
of  each  barge  or  car  of  cane,  or,  in  the  case  of  deliv- 
ery by  wagon  or  truck,  of  each  daily  delivery.  The 
resulting  test  shall  be  the  basis  for  settlement  as  above 
set  forth.  The  Grower  shall  have  the  privilege  of 
having  a  representative  present  to  witness  such  tests, 
provided,  however,  that  such  tests  shall  not  be  de- 
layed by  absence  of  such  representative. 

12.  Grower's  Scale  Weights  shall  govern  unless 
the  reading  from  the  Grower's  Scale  Weights  is 
greater  by  1%  than  that  of  the  Mill  Weights,  in 
which  case  the  excess  over  1%  shall  be  deducted 
from  the  Grower's  Weight. 

13.  All  cars  or  barges  are  to  be  loaded  in  the 
manner  and  to  the  minimum  required  by  the  Pro- 
cessor, and  the  Grower  agrees  to  reimburse  the  Pro- 
cessor for  any  losses  sustained  because  of  his  non- 
compliance with  the  instructions. 

14.  In  case  the  disability  of  the  factory  to  which 
cane  is  to  be  delivered,  owing  to  fires,  lack  of  fuel, 
strikes,  accidents,  breakage  of  machinery,  or  acts  of 
God  beyond  the  control  of  the  Processor,  and  the  con- 
sequent inability  of  the  Processor  to  accept  the  deliv- 
ery of  cane  during  such  time,  the  Grower  shall  be 
at  liberty  to  sell  and  deliver  his  cane  elsewhere  until 
such  time  as  operations  are  renewed  at  such  factory 
and  the  Processor  is  again  in  position  to  receive  deliv- 
eries of  such  cane,  at  which  time  the  Grower  shall 
recommence  delivery  of  cane  under  the  terms  of  this 
contract;  provided,  further,  that  the  Processor  shall 
have  the  right  to  accept  the  delivery  of  such  cane 
and  to  ship  the  same  to  any  factories  wheresoever 
located  in  the  State  of  Louisiana.  In  case  of  the  in- 
ability of  the  Processor  to  receive  delivery  as  herein 
mentioned,  he  shall  not  be  liable  to  the  Grower  for 
any  loss  incurred  by  the  Grower  by  reason  of  such 
inability. 

15.  Where  there  is  a  freeze  and  the  Processor 
will  not  be  able  to  accept  delivery  of  all  cane 
deliverable  under  this  agreement  within  such  time  as 
to  avoid  deterioration  or  loss  of  part  of  such  cane, 
the  Grower,  if  he  sells  such  part  elsewhere,  shall  be 
under  no  liability  to  the  Processor  for  failure  to  de- 
liver such  part  of  the  cane  to  the  Processor. 

16.  There  shall  be  a  committee  appointed  to  be 
known  as  the  Grower-Processor  Committee,  herein- 
after referred  to  as  the  Committee,  consisting  of 
seven  members,  as  follows:  The  Chairman  shall  be 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the 
United  States,  and  there  shall  be  three  representa- 
tives of  the  independent  cane  growers  and  three  rep- 
resentatives of  the  sugarcane  processors.     The  Chair- 
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men  of  the  Parish  Control  Committees  of  the  several 
Parishes  shall  elect  the  three  representatives  of  the  in- 
dependent cane  growers.  The  Chairman  or  other 
members  of  the  Grower-Processor  Committee  shall 
be  subject  to  recall  by  or  at  the  discretion  of  the 
person  or  group  of  persons  designating  the  Chairman 
or  other  members,  respectively. 

In  case  it  is  not  possible  to  elect  the  representatives 
of  the  independent  cane  growers  in  this  manner,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  shall  designate  some 
other  appropriate  manner.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  shall  determine  the  manner  in  which  the 
sugarcane  processors  shall  elect  their  three  represen- 
tatives. For  the  purpose  of  defraying  the  expenses 
of  the  Committee,  the  Grower  and  Processor  hereby 
agree  that  the  Processor  shall  deduct  from  the  amount 
due  to  the  Grower  hereunder  %$  on  every  ton  of 
sugarcane  delivered  and  accepted  under  this  contract, 
and  the  Processor  shall  add  thereto  an  equivalent 
amount  and  shall  transmit  such  amounts  within  two 
weeks  after  the  delivery  of  the  cane  to  which  such 
amounts  are  referable.  If  any  funds  remain  un- 
expended the  Committee  shall  return  them  to  the 
Growers  and  Processors  hereunder  in  the  proportion 
in  which  they  were  paid. 

17.  The  Committee  shall  check  the  standardiza- 
tion and  accuracy  of  apparatus  and  establish  methods 
of  sampling  and  analysis  for  determining  sucrose 
under  paragraph  7  of  this  contract;  and  it  shall  check 
the  accuracy  of  scales,  weights  and  methods  used  to 
determine  the  weight  of  cane  delivered  under  para- 
graph 12  of  this  contract  and  it  may  employ  one  or 
more  experts  to  assist  it  in  the  performance  of  such 
duties. 

18.  The  parties  hereby  agree  to  submit  to  decision 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  all  disputes  aris- 
ing under  the  terms  of  this  contract,  whether  relating 
to  the  acceptability  of  sugarcane,  the  weight  of  cane, 
sucrose  content  and  the  propriety  of  tests  therefor, 
fairness  of  the  daily  delivery  quota  assigned  by  the 
Processor  to  the  Grower,  the  reasonableness  of  sales 
under  paragraph  15  to  others  than  the  Processor,  and 
any  other  dispute  arising  under  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract. The  Chairman,  prior  to  decision  upon  any 
dispute,  shall  consult  at  least  one  each  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  cane  growers  and  the  processors. 
An  appeal  in  writing  may  be  taken  to  the  Secretary 
from  any  decision  of  the  Chairman  by  any  person 
aggrieved  thereby,  within  ten  (10)  days  after  the  de- 
cision is  announced.  Pending  the  decision  of  any 
such  appeal  by  the  Secretary,  the  parties  involved 
shall  abide  by  the  decision  of  the  Chairman  unless 
the  Secretary,  shall  rule  otherwise.  In  the  event  the 
Secretary  shall  determine  to  hear  such  appeal,  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Chairman  to  forward  to  the 
Secretary  the  complete  record  with  respect  to  the 
subject-matter  of  such  appeal.  Any  decision  of  the 
Chairman  or  the  Secretary,  made  pursuant  to  this 
paragraph,  shall  be  final. 

19.  IN  FAITH  WHEREOF,  the  parties  hereto 
have  signed  these  presents,  in  duplicate,  on  the  day 
and  date  first  above  written,  in  the  presence  of  the 
undersigned  competent  witnesses. 


BY. 


ATTENTION ! 

Copies  of  the  Final  and  Official  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane 
Purchase  Contract,  as  printed  in  this  issue  of  the  SUGAR 
BULLETIN,  made  up  in  the  regular  contract  form,  with 
the  letter  of  Secretary  Wallace  to  Mr.  Kemper  relative  to 
the  tie-up  between  the  Cane  Purchase  Contract  and  the 
Benefit  Payment  Contract  printed  on  the  back  thereof,  all 
properly  spaced  for  filling  in,  and  printed  on  high  grade 
Hammermill  Bond  paper,  will  be  supplied  by  the  under- 
signed  at  the   following   prices: 

Up  to  100  copies 10  cents  per  copy 

Up  to  200  copies $10.50 

Up  to  300  copies __ 11.00 

Up  to  400  copies _ _  11.50 

Up  to  500  copies .._ 12.00 

From  500  to  1,000  copies 13.00 

Ten  per  cent  discount  on  orders  of  2,000  or  upwards. 

ANDREW  W.  DYKERS 
407  Carondelet  Street  New  Orleans 

Phone  RA  3956 


WITNESSES: 


The  Storage  of  Mill  Cane 

The  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
issued  Technical  Bulletin  No.  449,  by  J.  I.  Lauritzen 
and  R.  T.  Balch,  entitled  "Storage  of  Mill  Cane." 
We  had  an  opportunity  to  publish  a  foreword  con- 
cerning this  Bulletin,  written  by  one  of  the  authors, 
in  our  issue  of  August  15th,   1934. 

The  complete  Bulletin  is  now  obtainable  and  it 
ought  to  be  applied  for  and  read  by  all  our  Louisiana 
cane  processors.  It  is  not  so  long  as  to  make  its 
perusal  tiresome,  nor  so  intricate  and  tabular  as  to 
make  the  digestion  of  its  contents  impossible.  It  is 
an  informative  and  readable  document.  The  authors 
conclude  with  a  brief  summary  which  we  reprint  in 
part  as  follows: 

"The  results  show  conclusively  that  the  sprinkling  of 
cane  in  small  piles  prevents  heavy  losses  of  sucrose  in  all 
varieties.  The  storage  of  unsprinkled  cane  may  result  in 
heavy  losses  of  sucrose  by  inversion.  Whether  there  is 
greater  or  less  inversion  in  unsprinkled  cane  stored  in 
the  shade  than  in  that  stored  in  the  open  depends  upon 
cloudiness  and  rainfall;  wet  weather  tends  to  check  in- 
version. 

"The  results  thus  far  obtained  show  that  sprinkling 
retards  inversion  in  piles  ranging  in  size  from  7  to  260 
tons  during  6  to  10  days'  storage. 

"The  deterioration  in  sprinkled  and  unsprinkled  piles 
of  cane  is  primarily  due  to  inversion  of  sucrose. 

"There  was  no  significant  change  in  acidity,  pH,  or 
organic  nonsugars  nor  any  change  that  indicated  the 
action  of  micro-organisms  in  sprinkled  or  unsprinkled 
piles. 

"Sprinkling  tends  to  lower  the  temperature  of  cane 
in  the  piles;  however,  the  difference  in  the  temperature 
of  sprinkled  and  unsprinkled  piles  is  believed  to  be  in- 
sufficient to  account  for  the  difference  in  deterioration, 
which  seems  to  result  rather  from  the  difference  in  tur- 
gidity  of  the  cane.  The  value  of  sprinkling,  therefore, 
Is  believed  to  depend  on  its  effectiveness  in  maintaining 
the  normal  turgidity  of  the  cane  throughout  the  storage 
period. 

"The  temperature  at  the  center  of  the  larger  piles, 
although  lagging  behind,  tends  to  fluctuate  with  the  air 
temperature,  indicating  that  there  is  no  progressive  accu- 
mulation of  the  heat  or  respiration  and  of  that  produced 
by  micro-organisms. 

"The  maturity  of  the  cane,  whether  related  to  the 
sucrose  content  or  some  other  physiological  condition, 
seems  to  be  a  factor  in  the  rate  of  deterioration;  the 
more  mature  the  cane  the  less  Tapid  is  the  deterioration. 
"The  inversion  of  sucrose  is  intimately  associated  with 
the  loss  of  moisture  and  increases  with  the  drying  out 
of  the  cane. 

"Co.  281  deteriorates  less  rapidly  under  all  conditions 
of  storage  than  the  other  varieties  studied.  P.O.J.  36-M 
and  C.P.  807  appear  to  be  the  most  susceptible  to  deterio- 
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ration.  The  position  of  the  other  varieties  studied  (C.P. 
28-19,  Co.  290,  P.O.J.  213,  and  P.O.J.  234)  seems  to  be 
between  these  two  extremes.  Their  exact  relation  to 
each  other  has  not  been  accurately  determined.  The 
maturity  of  these  varieties  probably  plays  a  part  in  this 
relation. 

"The  results  presented  in  this  bulletin  show  that  very 
little  deterioration  occurred  in  stored  sugar  cane  when 
it  was  kept  thoroughly  wet  during  the  period  of  storage. 
They  strongly  suggest  the  practicability  of  storing  mill 
cane,  if  sprinkled,  in  the  mill  yard  or  at  the  derricks 
during  fair  weather  as  a  means  for  insuring  more  con- 
tinuous operations  during  periods  of  rainy  weather,  which 
interfere  with  or  temporarily  stop,  harvesting.  The  re- 
sults also  indicate  that  shading  the  stored  cane,  especially 
during  dry  weather,  tends  to  furnish  further  protection 
against  deterioration." 

No  one  should  be  content,  however,  with  simply 
reading  this  summary.  The  whole  Bulletin  should 
be  applied  for  and  read.  Copies  may  be  had  at 
5  cents  each  from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Washington,  D.  C. 


IRVING  H.  MORSE 

2806  State  Street,  New  Orleans 
Phone  WA.  2935-R 

Experienced  Consulting  Sugar  Chemist 

offers  his  services  to  advise  or  assist  in  any  chemical 
work  needed  in  any  sugar  factory  or  by  any  cane 
grower  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  the  Sugar 
Cane  Purchase  Contract  or  otherwise. 


Mixing  Bagasse  With  Ashes  Filter- 
Press  Cake  Improves  Handling 
Qualities 

By  Nelson  McKaig,  Jr.,  Associate  Soil  Technologist, 

Office  of  Soil  Fertility  Investigations  and  R.  D. 

Rands,   Senior  Pathologist,   Office   of  Sugar 

Plants,  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  U.  S. 

Department   of   Agriculture. 

The  soil  improving  and  growth  promoting  proper- 
ties of  filter-press  cake  are  well  known.  Bagasse 
ashes  are  also  recognized  as  possessing  fertilizing 
value.  Field  tests  to  determine  the  best  rate  of  appli- 
cation of  these  materials  emphasized  the  difficulties 
of  handling  and  uniformly  distributing  the  press  cake 
in  the  condition  in  which  it  is  usually  found  in  the 
spring  at  most  Louisiana  factories. 

In  attempts  to  improve  this  situation  and  secure  the 
greatest  crop  benefit  from  this  intrinsically  valuable 
material,  it  was  found  that  by  mixing  bagasse  ashes 
with  the  fresh  cake  the  physical  condition  of  the  lat- 
ter was  greatly  improved.  Following  small-scale  tests 
by  the  writers  in  1932,  this  procedure  was  adopted 
by  the  Southdown  factory  during  the  latter  part  of 
the  1933  campaign  with  entirely  satisfactory  results. 
Instead  of  making  separate  piles  of  press-cake  and 
ashes,  the  wetted-down  ashes  were  simply  dumped 
into  the  press-cake  cars  in  the  factory  and  the  two 
materials  shovelled  out  into  a  single  open  pile,  result- 
ing in  improved  handling  quality  of  the  mixture  in 
the  spring.    The  ashes  had  prevented  the  usual  hard- 


You  Can  Produce 

Better  Cane  Syrups 


We  will  supply  working 
instructions  together 
with  quotations  and 
other  information  — 
Write  us  today. 


by  using  Convertit  which  makes  it  possible  for  you  to 
produce  syrups  of  high  density  that  will  not  "sugar". 

Convertit  also  helps  to  check  fermentation. 

Convertit  is  not  a  chemical  nor  a  "dope" — It  is  a  yeast 
enzyme,  the  use  of  which  is  recognized  by  the  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

CONVERTIT 

Mehighly  concentrated  invertase  of  standardized  activity, 

The    Nulomoline    Company 


Exclusive  Distributors  of  Convertit 


109-111  Wall  Street 


New  York  City 
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ening  of  the  surface  of  the  pile  and  decreased  the 
sogginess  of  the  interior  portion.  This  improvement 
in  mechanical  condition  resulted  in  more  economical 
reloading  to  cars  or  wagons  and  spreading  on  the  field 
in  addition  to  permitting  uniform  applications  at  any 
desired  rate. 

Factory  Yields  and  Composition  of  Materials 

At  the  average  Louisiana  factory,  there  is  produced 
roughly  8  pounds  of  ashes  per  ton  of  cane  when  all 
the  bagasse  is  burned,  and  40  pounds  of  fresh  filter- 
press  cake,  corresponding  to  about  20  pounds  of  dry 
material  per  ton  of  cane.  Chemical  analysis  of  these 
materials  will  vary  more  or  less,  depending  upon  the 
composition  of  the  cane,  which  in  turn  varies  with 
variety,  soil,  fertilization,  etc.,  and  also  upon  the  clari- 
fication methods  employed.  The  composition  of  rep- 
resentative samples  of  these  materials,  obtained  dur- 
ing the  1930  campaign  at  Southdown  factory,  is 
shown  below. 

Composition  of  Filter-press   Cake   and  Bagasse  Ash 
Percent  Dry  Basis 

Press-cake         Ash 

Ash    52.17  100.00 

Nitrogen    as    N 1.03  0.00 

Potash    as    K2O 2.07  8.06 

Phosphate    as    P2O5 4.24  2.55 

Calcium    as    CaO 6.00  2.39 

Magnesium    as    MgO 96  1.20 

Sodium    as    Na20 60  .68 

From  the  above  analyses,  it  follows  that  a  mill  grind- 
ing 100,000  tons  of  cane  and  burning  its  bagasse  will 
produce  about  2000  tons  of  filter-press  cake  and  400 
tons  of  ashes   annually,  the  two  containing   approxi- 


mately 73  tons  of  potash,  53  tons  of  phosphate,  and 
10  tons  of  organic  nitrogen,  all  of  which  are  of  poten- 
tial value  as  fertilizer  and  therefore  capable  of  replac- 
ing an  equivalent  amount  of  commercial  fertilizer  if 
properly  applied  and  fully  utilized  by  the  crop.  Of 
probably  equal  or  greater  value  is  the  benefit  to  the 
soil  of  the  large  amount  of  organic  matter,  lime,  and 
other  materials  present  in  these  factory  wastes. 

In  order  to  realize  a  better  return  from  these  mate- 
rials, it  is  believed  that  those  factories  which  burn 
their  bagasse  might  profitably  combine  these  waste 
products  either  in  the  same  cart  as  it  leaves  the 
factory  or,  at  least,  pile  both  materials  together  in 
the  mill  yard.  After  the  campaign,  the  mixture  thus 
formed  can  be  applied  to  the  fields  more  satisfactorily 
than  when  the  two  are  handled  separately.  While 
additional  experiments  will  be  required  to  determine 
the  best  rate  and  method  of  application,  results  ob- 
tained in  1933  indicated  that  4  to  5  tons  per  acre 
of  the  mixture  gave  crop  yields  similar  in  both  ton- 
nage and  sucrose  content  to  comparable  applications 
of  commercial  fertilizers  at  rates  commonly  used  in 
Louisiana.  Somewhat  heavier  applications  under 
spring-planted  succession  cane,  when  such  is  grown, 
appear  particularly  promising  as  a  partial  substitute 
for  the  missing  legume  crop. 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN  MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 

(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,    La. 


) 


USE 


ARMOUR'S  SPECIAL 
Cane  Fertilizer 


NIT. 


PHOS.      POT. 


12-8-0. 


THE  HOUMA  EXPERIMENT  STATION  HAS  DEMONSTRATED 
THAT    SUGAR    CANE    NEEDS    PHOSPHORIC   ACID   ALONG   WITH    NITROGEN. 

342  pounds    12-8-0    per    acre    produced    33 V4    tons  cane    (5840   pounds    sugar)    per    acre. 

Consult  your  experiment  station.      See   our  agents  in  the  Sugar  Bowl  or  write  to  us  direct. 


Our   price  on   Armour's    12-8-0   is  RIGHT. 


Armour  Fertilizer  Works 


508   N.  O.   BANK  BLDG. 


NEW   ORLEANS 
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OSCAR  R.  WHILDEN 

8UGAR    MULES  AND   ALL   CLASSES    MULES 
SUITABLE  ANY  KIND  PLANTATION 
WORK    ON    HAND    AT   ALL   TIMES 

Service   and   Satisfaction   Guaranteed 
Phone  GAIvez  1053 

4101    BIENVILLE    AVENUE  NEW    ORLEANS,    LA. 


Phones  MAln  0696-0697  Established  1871 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 

SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 
SUGAR  FUTURES 

American  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 


Gay.  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  8t  NEW  ORLEAN8,  U.  8.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign  and   Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201   Nola  Bldg.  407  Carondelet  St. 

Phone   MAln  0996  NEW   ORLEANS,    LA. 


AMERICAN  FACTORS,  LIMITED 

WHOLESALERS,  COMMISSION  and 
INSURANCE  AGENTS 

Honolulu        San  Francisco        New  York 


PENIGK  &  FORD,  Ltd.,  Incorporated 

Canal   Bank  Building 
NEW  ORLEANS 

BUYERS  OF  ALL  GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 
Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

AND  ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW  ORLEAN8 


C.  RREWER  &  COMPANY,  LTD. 

SHIPPING  COMMISSION 

and 

SUGAR  FACTORS 

Honolulu,  Hawaii 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 
Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 
Phone  MAin  3481 
NEW  ORLEANS 
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CYANAMID 


AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 

30  ROCKEFELLER  PLAZA      -      -       NEW  YORK 


American  Molasses  Co* 
OF  LOUISIANA 

PERE  MARQUETTE  BLDG.        NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  All  Grades  of  Molasses 

and  Syrups 

Submit  Your  Offerings 

Correspondence  Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 
Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  Inc. 

Plaquemine,  La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 
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Federal   Income  Tax  Service 
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The  Sugar  Cane  Production  Adjustment  Contract 


OUR  WASHINGTON  office  suggests  that  we  devote  the  better  part,  or  all,  of  this  issue 
of  the  Sugar  Bulletin  to  the  publication  of  the  Sugar  Cane  Production  Adjustment 
Contract,  popularly  known  as  the  "Benefit  Payment  Contract."  While  the  form  in  which  we 
now  publish  it  is  not  a  certified  copy,  it  is  understood  to  be  identical  with  the  copy  now 
on  the  Government  printing  presses.  Because  of  lack  of  space,  we  eliminate  certain  un- 
important portions  such  as  the  blank  forms  at  the  beginning  and  the  end  and  other  parts 
that    are    non-essential. 

Our  Washington  office  urges  the  publication  of  this  contract  in  this  issue  on  the 
ground  that  the  sooner  all  those  affected  have  an  opportunity  to  familiarize  themselves 
with  it  the  sooner  they  will  sign  it,  and  the  sooner  they  sign  it,  the  sooner  they  will  get 
their  benefit  payments.  The  importance  of  a  prompt  organization  of  the  various  Parish 
Committees  and  the  prompt  inauguration  of  a  "sign  up  campaign"  is  self-evident.  The 
sooner  the  things  are  done  that  must  necessarily  be  done  before  the  Government  can 
make  the  benefit  payments  the  sooner  those  payments  will  be  received  by  our  cane 
growers. 

With  all  this  in  view  we  give  all  the  space  possible  in  this  issue  to  this  important 
document.  It  is  imposing  and  involved  in  its  legal  language,  but,  boiled  down,  it  means 
that  by  complying  with  the  regulations  under  which  sugar  cane  production  adjustment 
program  is  being  operated  the  participants  therein  will  receive  from  the  U.  S.  Govern- 
ment a  check  for  the  difference  between  what  the  factory  pays  them  for  their  cane  and 
the  parity  price  per  ton  as  determined  by  the  U.  S.  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance 
with  the   Agricultural   Adjustment   Act.      At   the  present  time  this  parity  price  is  $4.82. 

>  :££  • 

Prompt  action  in  signing  the  contracts   may    put    a    preliminary    payment    of    $1.00    per 

.  .  -*:  '    * 

ton    in    our    Christmas    stockings.  ,  > 
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407  Carondelet  St.,  New  Orleans 


Issued  on  the  1st  and  15th  of  each  month.     Official  Organ  of  the  American 

Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.  S.  A.,  in  which  are  consolidated 

The  Louisiana  Sugar  Planters'  Assn. 

The  American  Cane  Growers'  Assn. 

The  Producers  &  Mfrs.    Protective  Assn. 

Subscription  Price,  50  Cents  per  Year. 

Reginald  Dykers,  General  Manager  &  Editor  of  the  Bulletin 

301  Nola  Bldg.,  New  Orleans 

Frank  L.  Barker,  Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Lockport,  La. 

C.  J.  Bourg,  Manager  Washington  Office 

810  Union  Trust  Building 

CHAIRMEN  OF  COMMITTEES: 

R.  H.  Chadwick,  Bayou  Goula,  La. 

President  of  the  League  and  Ex-Officio  Chairman  of  Executive  Committee 

Stephen  C.  Munson,  Jeanerette,  La. 

Chairman  Agricultural  Committee 

David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  Houma,  La. 

Chairman  Industrial  Committee 

Frank  L.  Barker,  Lockport,  La. 

Chairman  Finance  Committee 

C.  D.  Kemper,  Franklin,  La. 

Chairman  Tariff  Committee 

H.  Langdon  Laws,  Cinclare,  La. 

Chairman  Legislative  Committee 

J.  C.  LeBourgeois,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chairman  Freight  Rate  Committee 

E.  N.  Kearny,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chairman  Membership  Committee 

J.  W.  Jay,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chairman  Publicity  Committee 


Members  of  the  League  desiring  action  on,  or  informa- 
tion on,  any  subject  are  invited  to  communicate  with 
the  League  or  with  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
to  which  it  seems  to  appertain. 

Sugarcane  Production  Adjustment 
Contract 

(Pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
Approved  May  12,  1933,  as  Amended) 


to  such  regulations  and  administrative  rulings  (which 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  part  of  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions of  this  contract)  as  have  been  heretofore  or 
may  hereafter  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary,  relat- 
ing to  Sugarcane  Production  Adjustment  Contracts. 
Execution  by  the  Secretary  or  his  authorized  agent 
of  the  "Acceptance  by  the  Secretary",  shall  cause  this 
offer  to  become  a  binding  contract  between  the  pro- 
ducer and  the  Secretary. 


The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance  with 
the  Act  proposes  to  make  payments  to  a  farmer  who 
grew  sugarcane  in  Louisiana  in  the  crop  year  1934 
that  is  processed  in  sugar  factories  and/or  who  grows 
sugarcane  in  Louisiana  in  the  crop  years  1935  and/or 
1936  for  processing  in  sugar  factories  if  he  agrees  to 
accept  the  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  this 
Sugarcane  Production  Adjustment  Contract  (here- 
inafter referred  to  as  "this  contract").  A  farmer  will 
be  eligible  to  enter  into  this  contract,  as  producer 
with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  if  he  controls  by 
ownership,  lease,  or  otherwise,  the  use  of  a  farm  lo- 
cated in  Louisiana,  which  is  described  below,  during 
the  term  of  this  contract,  except  that  a  person  con- 
trolling the  use  of  a  farm  for  the  period  required  to 
produce  the  1935  crop,  shall  be  eligible  if  he  secures 
the  execution  of  the  Agreement  required  under  sec- 
tion 24. 

The  undersigned  hereby  offers  to  enter  into  a 
contract  with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  upon  the 
terms  and  conditions  hereinafter  set  forth  and  subject 


PART  I.— PERFORMANCE  BY  THE  PRODUCER 

(a)  Sugarcane.  The  term  "sugarcane"  wherever 
used  in  this  contract  shall  refer  to  sugarcane  sold  to 
sugar  factories  equipped  for  making  sugar,  except  as 
the  term  "sugarcane"  is  used  in  sections  2,  6,  and  8. 

(b)  Sugar  factory.  A  sugar  factory  is  a  factory, 
equipped  for  making  raw  sugar. 

(c)  Syrup  factory.  A  syrup  factory  is  a  factory 
equipped  only  for  making  syrup. 

2.  Production  and  Farms  Covered  Herein.  The 
producer  represents  that  in  the  1934  crop  year  there 
were  engaged  in  growing  sugarcane  on  the  above  men- 
tioned farm,   hereinafter   referred   to   as   "this   farm" 

share-tenants     and 

share-croppers,    and    represents    that 

the  sugarcane  produced  and  delivered  to  sugar  fac- 
tories for  the  crop  years  1929,  1930,  1931,  1932,  and 
1933  were  as  follows: 


Crop 
Year 

Represented  Data  of 
of  the  Producer 

Corrected   Data   of  the 
Committee    (not  to   be 
filled   in   by   producer) 

Sugarcane  Produced 
and  Delivered  to 
Sugar  Factories 

Sugarcane  Produced  and 

Delivered   to    Sugar 

Factories 

1929 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 

Tons 

Tons 

The  producer  further  represents  that  upon  this  farm 
in  1934  there  were  (or  are  to  be)  harvested  the  fol- 
lowing: 

acres  of  sugarcane  for  delivery  to  sugar 

factories 

acres  of  sugarcane  for  delivery  to  syrup 

factories 

acres  of  sugarcane  for  seed. 

The  producer  agrees  that  such  of  the  acreage  and 
production  figures  contained  herein  as  are  not  sup- 
ported by  substantiating  evidence  acceptable  to  the 
Secretary  may  be  corrected  by  the  Secretary  based 
upon  the  best  available  information. 

The  producer  further  represents  that  he  does  not 
control  any  other  farm  in  this  state,  on  which  sugar- 
cane is  being  grown,  which  is  not  covered  by  a  simi- 
lar contract.  The  producer  agrees  that  he  will  exe- 
cute an  offer  for  a  Contract  with  respect  to  any  other 
farm  or  farms,  in  this  state  on  which  sugarcane  is 
being  grown,  either  now  or  hereafter  controlled  by  the 
producer,  provided,  however,  that  where  the  prior 
owner  of  land  hereafter  acquired  has  already  entered 
into  a  contract,  with  respect  thereto,  the  producer 
shall  be  bound  by  such  contract  and  entitled  to  the 
allotment  thereunder  pursuant  to  section  13.  Any 
breach  of  any  of  the  terms   and  conditions  of  such 
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like  contract,  or  contracts,  shall  be  grounds  for  termi- 
nation of  this  contract  by  the  Secretary.  Any  such 
farm  now  or  hereafter  controlled  by  the  producer  as 
to  which  he  does  not  enter  into  a  contract,  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  part  of  this  farm  under  this  contract 
and  subject  to  the  limitations  imposed  with  respect 
thereto,  until  such  time  as  he  enters  into  a  contract 
with  respect  thereto. 

3.  Base  Production 

(a)  The  producer  shall  have  the  right  to  choose 
any  one  of  the  following  methods  for  determining  the 
"base  production"  of  this  farm.  The  "base  produc- 
tion" for  this  farm  shall  be  chosen  from  one  of  the 
following  options: 

(1)  The  average  production  of  sugarcane  for  the 
crop  years  of  1929,  1930,  1931,  1932  and  1933,  pro- 
vided sugarcane  was  grown  in  the  crop  years  1932 
and/or  1933. 

(2)  The  average  production  of  sugarcane  for  the 
crop  years  of  1930,  1931,  1932  and  1933,  provided 
sugarcane  was  grown  in  the  crop  years  1932  and/or 
1933. 

(3)  The  average  production  of  sugarcane  for  the 
crop  years  of  1931,  1932  and  1933  provided  sugarcane 
was  grown  in  the  crop  years  1932  and/or  1933. 

(4)  The  average  production  of  sugarcane  for  the 
crop  years  1932  and  1933. 

(5)  Seventy  (70)  percent  of  the  production  of 
sugarcane  for  the  crop  year  of  1933  or  1934.  In 
the  event  a  producer  chooses  the  crop  year  1934  to 
determine  his  base  production  under  this  paragraph, 
his  base  production  for  the  crop  year  of  1934  shall 
be  seventy  (70)  percent  of  the  production  of  sugar- 
cane for  the  crop  year  of  1934.  In  the  event  the  pro- 
duction data  for  1934  is  not  available,  the  1934  pro- 
duction of  sugarcane  shall  be  estimated  by  multiply- 
ing the  1934  acreage  available  for  harvest  for  sugar- 
cane by  the  average  yield  per  acre  of  sugarcane  for 
Louisiana  in  1933  as  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

(6)  If  a  producer  becomes  a  party  to  a  contract 
applicable  to  only  the  1935  or  1936  crop  years,  and 
none  of  the  above  options  are  applicable  to  the  pro- 
ducer, the  Secretary  shall  determine  his  base  produc- 
tion in  a  manner  equitable  to  the  producer  and  to 
other  producers. 

(b)The   "base   production"   for  this   farm   is 

tons,  calculated  from  option 

4.  Production  Allotment.  The  "production  allot- 
ment" for  this  farm  shall  be  determined  by  the  Sec- 
retary from  the  base  production  specified  above  with- 
in thirty  (30)  days  after  the  signing  of  this  contract, 
and  such  amount,  (subject  to  adjustments  under  sec- 
tion 5)  shall  be  deemed  to  be  incorporated  as  a  part 
of  this  contract.  Such  production  allotment  shall  be 
a  pro  rata  share  of  the  total  production  for  the  state 
of  Louisiana  allotted  pursuant  to  this  contract;  pro- 
vided, however,  that  the  total  production  thus  allotted 
to  Louisiana  for  the  1935  and  1936  crop  years  shall 
not  be  less  than  the  production  of  sugarcane  neces- 
sary (as  determined  by  the  Secretary)  to  yield  the 
amount  of  sugar  allotted,  or  to  be  allotted,  to  proces- 
sors of  sugar  in  Louisiana  by  the  Secretary  pursuant 
to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  as  amended. 

5.  Increase  or  Decrease  of  Production  Allotment. 
The  production  allotment  for  this  farm  may  be  ad- 
justed in  the  discretion  of  the   Secretary  as  follows: 

(a)  If  the  Secretary  shall  determine  for  the  year 
1936,  prior  to  the  planting  of  sugarcane  for  that  crop 


year,  that  the  carryover  of  sugarcane  or  sugar  from 
sugarcane  into  1936  plus  the  estimated  produc- 
tion for  that  crop  year  (unless  adjusted  pursuant  to 
this  paragraph)  would  exceed  Louisiana's  share  (as 
determined  by  the  Secretary)  of  the  quota  for  the 
United  States  sugarcane  area  plus  an  amount  equal 
to  the  normal  carryover,  then  the  Secretary  may  re- 
vise uniformly  the  production  allotments  for  all  pro- 
ducers; provided,  however,  that  if  in  any  section  of 
Louisiana,  by  reasons  of  conditions  not  within  the 
control  of  producers,  such  producers  have  not  equalled 
their  total  production  allotments  for  the  preceding 
years,  such  revision  may  be  adjusted  in  their  behalf. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may,  for  a  particular  crop 
year,  offer  a  producer  an  increased  production  allot- 
ment. Upon  the  producer's  acceptance  of  such  in- 
creased allotment,  the  producer  shall  be  found  by  all 
of  the  provisions  of  the  contract  as  regards  such 
increase  for  that  particular  year. 

(e)  The  producer  agrees  to  notify  the  Secretary, 
for  each  of  the  crop  years  of  1935  and  1936,  on  or 
before  a  specified  date  to  be  announced  by  the  Secre- 
tary, (which  date  shall  be  a  reasonable  period  before 
the  opening  of  the  planting  season  for  each  such  crop 
year),  what  part  of  his  production  allotment  such 
producer  intends  to  produce.  If  the  producer  gives 
notice  of  his  intention  to  produce  less  than  his  pro- 
duction allotment,  or  does  not  plant  an  acreage  suf- 
ficient to  yield  his  full  production  allotment,  on  or 
before  a  specified  date  to  be  announced  by  the  Secre- 
tary, then  the  Secretary  shall  revise  downward  ac- 
cordingly such  producer's  production  allotment,  and 
such  adjustment  production  allotment  shall  be  his 
production  allotment  for  that  crop  year;  but  the  pro- 
ducer shall  not  thereby  lose  his  right  to  deliver  in 
the  following  crop  year  his  production  allotment  as 
herein  otherwise  determined. 

6.  Agreement  Not  to  Exceed  Production  Allot- 
ment. The  producer  hereby  agrees  that  the  produc- 
tion of  sugarcane  on  this  farm  for  delivery  to  sugar 
factories  for  the  crop  year  1935  and,  in  case  the 
Secretary  exercises  his  privilege  under  section  19,  for 
the  crop  year  1936,  shall  not  exceed  the  production 
allotment  for  that  crop  year. 

If  the  producer,  for  any  crop  year,  exceeds  his  pro- 
duction allotment,  or  grows  more  sugarcane  for  seed 
and/or  syrup  than  is  permitted  hereunder,  the  Secre- 
tary may,  in  his  discretion,  either  cancel  the  contract 
or  decide  to  continue  the  contract  in  force  in  which 
case  such  excess  sugarcane  shall  be  disposed  of  in 
the  manner  determined  by  the  Secretary  in  his  dis- 
cretion, or,  if  the  producer  has  already  disposed  of 
such  excess  sugarcane,  the  Secretary  shall  be  entitled 
to  any  rights  or  to  any  proceeds  arising  from  such 
disposition. 

The  producer  further  agrees  (1)  that  the  acreage 
of  sugarcane  planted  on  this  farm  in  1935  and,  in  case 
the  Secretary  exercises  his  privilege  under  section  19, 
then  also  for  1936,  for  sugarcane  to  be  delivered  to 
sugar  factories  shall  not  be  in  excess  of  the  acreage 
necessary  on  the  basis  of  average  yields  per  acre  of 
this  farm  to  produce  the  production  allotted  to  this 
farm,  (2)  that  the  acreage  of  sugarcane  to  be  used 
of  seed  for  the  1936  crop  shall  not  be  in  excess  of 
the  acreage  necessary  to  supply  seed  sufficient  to 
produce  the  production  allotment  for  this  farm,  ex- 
cept where  it  is  established  that  this  farm  was  en- 
gaged in  producing  sugarcane  for  seed  on  a  commer- 
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cial  basis,  and  (3)  that,  in  the  event,  the  producer 
delivered  sugarcane  to  syrup  factories  in  the  crop 
year  1934,  the  acreage  of  sugarcane  grown  on  this 
farm  for  delivery  to  syrup  factories  in  the  crop  year 
1935  and/or  1936  shall  not  be  greater  than  the  acre- 
age grown  for  such  deliveries  in  the  crop  year  1934. 

7.  Marketing  Cards.  The  producer  shall  submit 
such  data  relating  to  sales  and  deliveries  of  sugarcane 
as  the  Secretary  may  require  on  cards  to  be  known 
as  "Marketing  Cards"  to  be  provided  by  the  Secre- 
tary. The  producer  shall  certify  to  the  truth  of  infor- 
mation stated  on  such  cards  and  shall  deliver  them  to 
his  Parish  Sugarcane  Production  Control  Association 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  provided  thereon. 

8.  Number  of  Share-tenants  Not  to  be  Reduced. 
The  producer  agrees  that  he  will  not  reduce  the  num- 
ber of  share-tenants  and/or  share-croppers  engaged 
in  growing  sugarcane  on  this  farm  for  deliveries  to 
sugar  and  syrup  factories  in  the  crop  years  1935  and/ 
or  1936  below  the  number  so  engaged,  if  any,  for  the 
1934  crop  year,  because  of  the  reduction  in  sugarcane 
acreage  and  sugarcane  production,  or  because  of  any 
other  provisions  in  this  contract. 

9.  Assignments  Prohibited.  It  is  agreed  that  the 
producer  will  not  sell,  transfer,  or  assign,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  this  contract,  except  as  provided  in  sec- 
tion 13,  or  his  right  to  or  claim  for  payments  under 
this  contract  and  will  not  execute  any  power  of  attor- 
ney to  collect  such  payments  or  to  order  that  any 
such  payments  be  made  and  any  such  sale,  assign- 
ment, order  or  power  of  attorney  shall  be  null  and 
void. 

10.  Labor  Conditions.  To  effectuate  the  policy  of 
section  (8)   (a)  3  of  the  Act,  as  amended: 

(a)  Child  Labor.  The  producer  hereby  agrees 
not  to  employ,  nor  to  suffer  nor  permit  the  employ- 
ment of,  by  any  other  person,  directly  or  indirectly^ 
in  the  production,  cultivation,  and/or  harvesting  of 
sugarcane  on  this  farm,  any  child  under  the  age  of 
14  years,  except  a  member  of  his  own  immediate 
family,  whether  for  gain  to  such  child  or  any  other, 
person;  and  he  agrees  not  to  so  employ  or  permit 
such  employment  of  a  child  between  the  ages  of  four- 
teen and  sixteen  years,  inclusive,  except  a  member 
of  his  immediate,  family,  for  a  longer  period  than 
eight  hours  each  day. 

(b)  Fixing  of  minimum  wages.  The  Secretary 
shall  have  the  authority  (1)  after  due  notice  and 
opportunity  for  public  hearing  at  a  place  accessible 
to  producers  and  workers  involved  and  (2)  on  the 
basis    of    a   fair    and    equitable    division    among    pro- 


cessors, producers,  and  workers  of  the  proceeds  de- 
rived from  the  growing  and  marketing  of  sugarcane, 
and  the  products  thereof,  to  establish  minimum  wages 
for  Louisiana,  to  be  paid  by  producers  to  workers 
and,  where  necessary,  the  time  and  method  of  pay- 
ment, in  connection  with  the  production,  cultivation, 
and/or  harvesting  of  the  1935  and/or  the  1936  crops 
of  sugarcane.  The  producer  agrees  to  abide  by  the 
determination  of  the  Secretary  when  such  minimum 
wages  and  the  time  and  method  of  payment  have 
been  established. 

To  insure  a  fair  and  equitable  division  among  pro- 
cessors, producers,  and  workers  of  the  proceeds  de- 
rived from  the  growing  and  marketing  of  the  1934 
crop,  the  producer,  for  himself  and  on  behalf  of  the 
persons  for  whom  he  is  agreeing  as  provided  in  Sec- 
tion 14,  hereby  agrees  to  pay  promptly,  or  cause  to 
be  paid  promptly,  to  the  workers  who  work  or  have 
worked  on  this  farm,  or  in  factories  processing  sugar- 
cane, controlled  by  the  producer  or  such  other  per- 
sons, all  bona  fide  claims  for  wages  for  said  workers 
arising  in  connection  with  the  production,  cultivation, 
harvesting  and/or  processing  of  the  1934  crop,  and 
to  provide  the  'Secretary,  prior  to  the  time  of  pay- 
ment of  the  final  1934  crop  payment  under  this  con- 
tract, with  a  certificate  to  the  effect  that  such  claims 
have  been  paid.  The  Secretary  shall  have  the  right, 
in  his  discretion,  to  refuse  to  make  the  final  1934 
crop  payment  due  under  this  contract,  to  the  pro- 
ducer, unless  the  producer  shall  submit  additional 
evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  that  all  of  such 
wages  have  been  paid. 

(c)  Adjudication  of  labor  disputes.  The  producer 
hereby  agrees  that  he  will  abide  by  the  decision  of 
the  Secretary  with  respect  to  any  Labor  dispute  in- 
volving the  producer,  in  connection  with  the  produc- 
tion, cultivation,  and/or  harvesting  of  sugarcane  of 
the  producer,  when  any  such  dispute  has  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Secretary  by  the  producer  or  any  other 
person  and  the  Secretary  has  determined  to  adjudi-  A 
cate  such  dispute. 

11.  Access  to  Records.  For  the  purpose  of  super- 
vision and  investigation  of  the  performance  by  the 
producer  of  the  terms  hereof,  the  Secretary,  shall  at 
all  reasonable  times  have  entry  to  this  farm  and 
access  to  all  records,  for  this  farm,  and  the  producer 
shall  furnish  to  the  Secretary  such  information  relat- 
ing to  this  farm  as  may  be  requested  by  the  Secre- 
tary. # 

12.  Warranty  as  to  Representations.  The  state- 
ments contained  herein   are  true  to  the  best  of  the 
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knowledge  and  belief  of  the  producer.  A  material 
misstatement  herein,  or  any  non-compliance  by  the 
producer  with  any  of  the  terms  hereof,  or  with  any 
regulations  or  administrative  rulings  which  have 
been  or  may  hereafter  be  issued  with  reference  to  this 
contract,  shall  be  grounds  for  a  rescission  and/or  ter- 
mination thereof  by  the  Secretary.  The  determina- 
tion of  the  Secretary  that  any  such  misstatement  or 
non-compliance  has  occurred  shall  be  final  and  con- 
clusive. In  the  event  of  a  rescission  and/or  termina- 
tion hereunder,  the  producer  shall  return  to  the  Sec- 
retary any  payments  theretofore  paid  to  the  producer, 
together  with  all  costs  incident  to  the  collection 
thereof. 

13.  Covenants  and  Production  Allotments  on 
Transfer  of  Farm.  All  undertakings  herein  of  the 
producer  are  covenants  which  shall  run  with  the  land 
and  shall  be  fully  obligatory  upon  all  future  trans- 
ferees, purchasers,  lessees,  tenants,  and  encumbrancers 
of  this  farm,  or  any  part  thereof,  whether  such  trans- 
fer, purchase,  lease  or  encumbrance  has  resulted  by 
voluntary  agreement  or  by  operation  of  law.  In  the 
event  that  the  entire  farm  is  sold  or  otherwise  trans- 
ferred, the  transferee  shall  be  entitled  to  the  produc- 
tion allotment  herein  assigned  to  this  farm.  In  the 
event  that  any  portion  of  this  farm  which  is  suited 
for  the  growing  of  sugarcane  is  sold  or  otherwise 
transferred  the  transferrer  and  the  transferee  of  such 
portion  shall  agree  as  to  the  division  of  the  production 
allotment  between  the  portion  transferred  and  the 
remainder.  Such  division  shall  constitute  the  produc- 
tion allotment  for  the  portion  of  the  farm  transferred 
and  the  remainder  thereof,  unless  the  Secretary  sees 
fit  to  revise  it.     In  the  event  that  no  such   division 
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is  made  upon  such  a  transfer,  the  Secretary  shall 
when  notified  in  writing  of  such  transfer,  determine 
the  production  allotment  for  the  portion  transferred 
and  for  the  remainder  of  this  farm. 

14.  Agreement  as  to  the  Sale  of  Sugarcane.  In  the 
event  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  issue  allot- 
ments to  processors  for  the  marketing  of  sugar  man- 
ufactured from  sugarcane,  the  producer  hereby  agrees 
not  to  sell,  in  1935  and/or  1936,  sugarcane  to  a  pro- 
cessor who  has  not  received  such  an  allotment  for 
1935   and/or   1936. 

The  producer  agrees  for  himself  and  for  any  per- 
son controlling  him  or  controlled  by  him,  by  stock 
ownership  or  in  any  other  manner,  hereinafter  called 
"the  affiliate"  and  "the  subsidiary"  respectively,  or 
for  any  other  person  controlled  by  or  controlling  such 
affiliate  or  subsidiary,  by  stock  ownership  or  in  any 
other  manner,  (a)  that  he  and  the  above  persons  for 
whom  he  is  agreeing,  will  enter  into  contracts  provid- 
ing fair  price  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  for 
all  sugarcane  bought  or  sold  by  him  or  such  persons 
and  for  the  adjudication  by  the  Secretary  or  his  duly 
authorized  agent  of  any  disputes  arising  with  respect 
to  any  of  the  terms  of  the  sale  and  purchase  of 
sugarcane,  and  (b)  that  the  Secretary  shall  have  the 
authority  (1)  after  due  notice  and  opportunity  for 
public  hearing  at  a  place  accessible  to  the  workers 
involved,  and  (2)  on  the  basis  of  a  fair  and  equitable 
division  among  processors,  producers  and  workers,  of 
the  proceeds  derived  from  the  growing  and  marketing 
of  sugarcane  and  sugar  and  the  products  thereof,  to 
establish  minimum  wages  for  Louisiana,  to  be  paid 
by  the  producer  and  the  above  persons  for  whom  he 
is  agreeing,  to  workers  and,  where  necessary,  the  time 


and  method  of  payment,  in  connection  with  the  pro- 
cessing of  the  1935  and/or  1936  crops  of  sugarcane 
and  the  producer  for  himself  and  the  above  persons 
for  whom  he  is  agreeing,  agrees  to  abide  by  the  de- 
termination of  the  Secretary  when  such  minimum 
wages  and  the  time  and  method  of  payment  have 
been  established. 

PART  II.— PERFORMANCE  BY  THE  SECRE- 
TARY 

15.  Standard  Cane.  The  1934  and  1935  crop  pay- 
ments shall  be  made  on  the  basis  of  standard  cane, 
such  standard  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

(a)  1934  Crop  Payments.  For  the  1934  crop  there 
shall  be  made  two  payments  to  be  known  as  "the 
advance  1934  payment"  and  "the  final  1934  pay- 
ment", respectively: 

(b)  Advance  1934  Payment.  There  shall  be  paid 
to  the  producer  one  dollar  ($1.00)  per  ton  (and  pro- 
portionately for  each  fraction  of  a  ton  computed  to 
the  nearest  tenth)  of  the  base  production  of  the 
farm,  except  where  the  Secretary  estimates  that  the 
producer's  production  will  be  less,  in  which  case  pay- 
ment will  be  made  on  such  estimated  tonnage.  This 
payment  shall  be  made  as  soon  as  practicable  after 
December  1,  1934. 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN  MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 

(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,    La. 


You  Can  Produce 

Better  Cane  Syrups 


We  will  supply  working 
instructions  together 
with  quotations  and 
other  information  — 
Write  us  today. 


by  using  Convertit  which  makes  it  possible  for  you  to 
produce  syrups  of  high  density  that  will  not  "sugar". 

Convertit  also  helps  to  check  fermentation. 

Convertit  is  not  a  chemical  nor  a  "dope" — It  is  a  yeast 
enzyme,  the  use  of  which  is  recognized  by  the  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

CONVERTIT 


Ihthighly  concentrated  invertase  of  standardized  activity 

The    Nulomoline    Company 

Exclusive  Distributors  of  Convertit 

1 09-111  Wall  Street  New  York  City 
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(c)  Final  1934  Payment.  There  shall  be  paid  to 
the  producer  an  amount  which  when  added  to  the 
advance  1934  payment,  and  the  average  market  price 
of  sugarcane  as  ascertained  by  the  Secretary,  shall 
result  in  a  price,  equal  to  the  parity  price  per  ton 
of  sugarcane,  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  in 
accordance  with  Section  2  (1)  of  the  Act,  for  each 
ton  of  sugarcane  (and  proportionately  for  each  frac- 
tion of  a  ton  computed  to  the  nearest  tenth),  pro- 
duced on  and  delivered  from  this  farm  in  the  1934 
crop  year.  In  no  event  shall  the  total  of  the  1934 
crop  payments  be  less  than  one  dollar  and  twenty- 
five  cents  ($1.25)  per  ton  of  sugarcane  for  which 
payment  is  to  be  made.  This  payment  shall  be  made 
after  proof  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Secretary,  (1)  of  the  total  tons  of 
sugarcane  produced  on  and  delivered  from  this  farm 
in  the  crop  year  of  1934  and  (2)  that  the  acreage 
of  sugarcane  growing  on  this  farm  for  the  crop  year 
of  1935  is  not  in  excess  of  the  acreage  as  provided  for 
in  section  6.  This  payment  shall  be  made  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  March  1st,  1935,  if  the  proof  re- 
quired above  has  been  submitted. 

16.  1935  Crop  Payments.  For  the  1935  crop, 
there  shall  be  made  two  payments  to  be  known  as 
"the  advance  1935  payment"  and  "the  final  1935  pay- 
ment", respectively: 

(a)  Advance  1935  Payment.  This  payment  shall 
not  be  less  than  fifty  cents  (50c)  per  ton  of  sugar- 
cane (and  proportionately  for  each  fraction  of  a  ton 
computed  to  the  nearest  tenth)  of  the  base  production 
for  that  crop  year,  except  where  the  Secretary  esti- 
mates that  the  producer's  production  for  such  crop 
year  will  be  less,  in  which  case  payment  will  be  made 
on  such  estimated  tonnage.  This  payment  shall  be 
made  after  proof  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  has 
been  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  (1)  that  the  pro- 
ducer has  fully  performed  all  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions of  this  contract  to  be  performed  on  his  part 
in  respect  to  the  1934  rrop  and  (2)  that  the  acreage 
growing  on  this  farm  for  the  1935  crop  year  is  not 
in  excess  of  the  acreage,  as  provided  for  in  section  6. 
This  payment  shall  be  made  as  soon  as  practicable 
after  March  1,  1935,  if  the  proof  required  above  has 
been  submitted. 

(b)  Final  1935  Payment.  There  shall  be  paid  to 
the  producer  an  amount  which,  added  to  the  advance 
1935  payment  and  a  fair  price  for  sugarcane  to  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary,  shall  result  in  a  price, 
equal  to  the  parity  price  per  ton  of  sugarcane,  as 
determined  by  the  Secretary  in  accordance  with  Sec- 
tion 2  (1)  of  the  Act,  for  each  ton  of  sugarcane, 
(and  proportionately  for  each  fraction  of  a  ton  com- 
puted to  the  nearest  tenth)  produced  on  and  delivered 
from  this  farm  in  the  1935  crop  year,  but  in  no  case 
on  a  tonnage  greater  than  the  production  allotment. 
This  payment  shall  be  made  after  proof  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  has  been  submitted  to  the  Secre- 
tary, (1)  of  the  total  tons  of  sugarcane  produced  on 
and  delivered  from  this  farm  in  the  crop  year  1935, 
(2)  that  the  applicable  provisions  of  Section  6  with 
respect  to  the  crop  of  1935  have  been  complied  with, 
and  (3)  that  in  case  the  Secretary  has  exercised  his 
privilege  under  section  19,  the  planted  acreage  in 
the  crop  year  1936  does  not  exceed  the  acreage  as 
provided  for  in  section  6.  This  payment  shall  be, 
m  de  as  soon  as  practicable  after  March  1,  1936,  if 
the  proof  required  above  has  been  submitted. 

17.  1934,  1935  Crop  Deficiency  Payments.    If  the 


amount  of  sugarcane  produced  and  delivered  from 
this  farm  in  the  crop  year(s)  1934  and/or  1935  is 
less  in  either  year  than  the  base  production  for  this 
farm  due  to  the  bona  fide  abandonment  after  plant- 
ing, of  acreage  because  of  conditions  not  within  the 
control  of  the  producer  affecting  the  whole  or  a  sub- 
stantial part  of  the  parish,  then  there  shall  be  made 
a  deficiency  payment  of  one  dollar  ($1.00)  per  ton 
for  each  ton,  (and  proportionately  for  each  fraction 
of  a  ton  computed  to  the  nearest  tenth),  of  sugarcane 
which,  as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  would  have 
been  harvested  upon  the  abandoned  acres,  but  such 
payment  shall  be  made  on  no  greater  tonnage  than 
the  amount  by  which  the  actual  production  from  this 
farm  is  less  than  the  production  allotment  for  this 
farm  or  the  production  which  the  Secretary  deter- 
mines would  have  been  produced  but  for  the  aban- 
donment, whichever  is  less.  In  the  event  of  an  aban- 
donment of  acreage  occurs  as  a  result  of  freezing  after 
November  1  of  the  crop  year  and  during  the  harvest 
period,  such  payment  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  $1.50 
per  ton.  The  deficiency  payments  shall  be  made  only 
after  proof,  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  has  been 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  that  the  producer  culti- 
vated said  sugarcane  in  the  usual  manner  and  per- 
formed all  other  work  required  in  the  production  of 
a  sugarcane  crop  up  to  the  time  of  abandonment. 
The  1934  payment  shall  be  made  as  soon  as  prac- 
ticable after  December  1,  1934,  and  the  1935  pay- 
ment as  soon  as  practicable  after  December  1,  1935, 
if  the  proof  required  above  has  been  submitted. 

18.  Deduction  of  Administrative  Expense.  From 
the  amount  payable  hereunder  by  the  Secretary  to 
the  producer  on  account  of  the  final  crop  payment 
and/or  crop  deficiency  payment  of  any  year,  the 
Secretary  shall  deduct  the  pro  rata  share  per  ton 
of  all  administrative  expenses  of  the  Parish  Sugar- 
cane Production  Control  Association  for  that  crop 
year. 

PART  III.— FURTHER  PERFORMANCE  BY 
PRODUCER 

19.  Secretary's  Privilege  to  Extend  Contract.  The 
Secretary  shall  have  the  privilege  of  extending  the 
contract  to  the  1936  crop  year.  Such  privilege  may 
be  exercised  by  notice  thereof  in  writing  mailed  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  above  address  prior  to  August 
1,  1935.  In  the  event  that  the  Secretary  exercises 
such  privilege,  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  con- 
tract shall  apply  with  the  same  force  and  effect  in 
1936  as  in  1935,  except  as  provided  in  section  20. 

20.  Payments  Under  Extended  Contracts.  In  the 
event  that  the  Secretary  exercises  his  privilege  under 
section  19,  the  producer  shall  receive  two  crop  pay- 
ments and/or  crop  deficiency  payment  in  the  same 
manner  and  subject  to  the  same  conditions  as  pro- 
vided with  respect  to  the  1935  crop,  the  amount  and 
time  of  all  such  payments,  however,  to  be  determined 
by  the  Secretary.  These  payments  shall  be  in 
amounts,  which,  added  to  the  amount  equal  to  a  fair 
price  for  sugarcane  to  be  determined  by  the  Secre- 
tary, shall  result  in  a  price  equal  to  the  parity  price 
per  ton  of  sugarcane  as  determined  by  the  Secretary 
in  accordance  with  Section  2  (1)  of  the  Act  for  each 
ton,  (and  proportionately  for  each  fraction  of  a  ton 
computed  to  the  nearest  tenth),  produced  on  and 
delivered  from  this  farm  in  that  crop  year,  less  the 
pro  rata  share  per  ton  of  the  administrative  expenses 
for  that  crop  year,  of  the  Parish  Sugarcane  Produc- 
tion Control  Association.     The  amount  of  such  pay- 
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ments  shall  be  such  as  will  result  in  the  price  per  agreement.  For  the  purpose  of  making  such  pay- 
ton  _  of  cane  received  by  the  producer  equalling  the  ments  the  producer  shall  set  forth  the  names  of  all 
parity  price  per  ton  of  cane  established  by  the  Secre-  his  landlords  with  their  respective  interests  in  the 
tary  less  the  pro  rata  share  per  ton  of  the  adminis-  crop,  and  have  each  such  landlord  execute  his  agree- 
trative  expenses  of  the  Parish  Sugarcane  Production  ment  to  such  division.  The  Secretary  shall  make 
Control  Association.  payments  to  the  producer  and  the  landlords  accord- 

21.     Payments  to  Producer.    All   payments   under  ing  as  their  interest  shall  so  appear, 
this  contract  shall  be  paid  to  the  producer  except  as  In  the   event  any   such   interest  changes,   the   pro- 
provided  under  this  section  and  sections  22  and  23.  ducer   shall   execute   and   submit   to   the   Secretary   a 

In  the   event  of  the  contingencies   listed  below  in  form,    to    be    supplied    by   the    Secretary    containing 

paragraphs    (a),    (b),   and    (c)    of   this   section,   pay-  information  which  will  indicate  the  persons  to  whom 

ments  which  have  accrued  at  the  time  of  such  con-  payment  shall  thereafter  be  made  under  this  contract, 

tingency  shah   or  may  be  paid  as  therein   provided.  23.     Payment  where  Share-tenants   or  Share-crop- 

A  payment  will  be  deemed  to  have  accrued  if  at  the  pers.   In  the  event  that  sugarcane  is  or  was  produced 

time  of  the  happening  of  such  contingency  the  pro-  in   any   year   with   the   aid   of   share-tenants    and/or 

ducer  has  performed  the  conditions  precedent,  except  share-croppers,  payments  for  such  year  shall  be  paid 

requirements  of  proof  to  such  payment.  to  the  producer  and  the  share-tenants  and/or  share- 

(a)  Death  or  Disappearance.  In  the  case  of  death  croppers  according  to  their  respective  interests  in  the 
or  disappearance  to  the  following  person  or  persons  crop  as  determined  by  their  respective  rental  agree- 
jointly  named  herein  below  by  the  producer:  ment.     For  the   purpose   of  making   such   payments, 

Name  of  persons                          Addresses  the  producer  shall  set  forth  below  the  names  of  all 

his    share-tenants    and/or    share-croppers    with    their 

v respective  interest  in  the  crop,   and  shall  have  each 

(b)  Incompetency.  In  case  of  the  incompetency  such  share-tenant  and/or  share-cropper  execute  be- 
of  the  producer;  to  his  duly  qualified  guardian,  or,  low  his  agreement  to  such  division.  The  Secretary 
if  none  has  been  appointed,  to  the  following  person  shall  make  payments  to  the  producer  and  the  share- 
or  persons  jointly  named  herein  below  by  the  pro-  tenants  and/or  share-croppers  according  as  their  in- 
ducer: terest  shall  so  appear. 

Name  of  persons                          Addresses  In  the  event  any  such   interest  changes,   the  pro- 

ducer   shall   execute   and   submit  to  the    Secretary   a 

-----  form,    to    be   supplied    by   the    Secretary,    containing 

(c)  Insolvency,  etc.  In  case  the  producer  is  in-  information  which  will  indicate  the  persons  to  whom 
volved  in  insolvency,  bankruptcy,  garnishment,  at-  payment  shall  thereafter  be  made  under  this  con- 
tachment  or  execution  pioceedings,  or  has  voluntarily  tract. 

or   involuntarily   abandoned   his   farm,   the    Secretary  PART  V — GENERAL 

may   terminate   the   contract   and    all   payments    due  24.     Representation  of  Control.   The  producer  rep- 

thereunder.   Thereafter  he  may,  in  his  discretion,  pay  resents  that  he  has  absolute  right  to  control  the  use 

to  the  producer,  or  apply  for  his  benefit,  payments  of  his  farm  during  the  period  of  the  contract  except 

which  have  accrued.  that  if  he  does  not  have  the  right  to  control  the  use 

When  the   Secretary  has   determined  the  existence  of  this  farm  for  the  1936  crop,  he  shall  secure  from 

or  non-existence   of   a   circumstance   in   the   event   of  any  person  or  persons  having  such  control  an  execu- 

which  payment  is  to  be  made  to  a  designated  person  tion  of  the  agreement  herein  below  set  forth  entitled 

and  has  paid,  in  accordance  with  such  determination,  "Agreement  for  1936  Crop". 

to   the    producer    or    to   the    designated    person,    the  25.     Membership  in  Control  Association.   The  pro-' 

obligation  of  the  Secretary  with  respect  to  the  pay-  ducer  hereby  applies   for  membership   in   the   Parish 

ment  so  made  shall  be  discharged  thereby  and  neither  Sugarcane    Production    Control    Association    in    the 

the    producer,    the    designated    party    nor    any    other  above  named  parish. 

person    shall   have    any   right   of    action    against   the  26.     Secretary  and  Agents.     The  term  "Secretary" 

Secretary  or  the  United  States  of  America  with  re-  wherever   used   in   this   contract  shall   be   deemed   to 

spect  thereto.  include   the    Secretary,    or   the   Acting    Secretary,    of 

Payment  shall  not  be  made  to  the  producer  or  to  Agriculture.     The    Secretary   may   by   designation   in 

the  person  who  succeeds  him  in  the  control  of  this  writing  name  any  person  or  persons,  including  offi- 

farm  unless   he   planted,   produced   or   harvested   the  cers   or   employees   of   the   Government   or    Bureaus, 

crop  as  to  which  the  payment  is  to  be  made,  or  in  Divisions  or  Sections  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 

the  case  of  a  deficiency  payment,  was  in  control  of  ture,  to  act  as  his   agents  or  agencies  in  connection 

this  farm  during  the  period  when  planting,  producing  with  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  contract, 

or   harvesting  normally  takes   place,   or  who   has   or*  In  witness  whereof,  I  have  executed  this  contract. 

had  a  share  interest  in  such  crop  as  landlord  or  as         Witness:     

share-tenant    and/or    share-cropper.      But    a    person  (Producer)     

who    succeeds    the    producer    in    the    control    of    this  (Producer  must  sign  exactly  as  name  appears 

farm  shall   not  be  entitled  to  a   payment  which   has  on  page  1.) 

accrued  and  is  payable  under  this  section  to  the  pro-  Date: 

ducer  or  a  designated  person.  AGREEMENT  FOR   1936  CROP 

PART    IV— PARTICIPATION    IN    PAYMENTS  27.     The   undersigned  having  the   right  to  control 

22.     Share-tenant  and  Landlord.    If  the   producer  the  use  of  this  farm  for  the  1936  crop  hereby  agrees 

is  a  share-tenant,  payments  shall  be  made  to  the  pro-  that  he  or  they  or  his  or  their  assigns  or  lessees  will 

ducer  and  landlord  according  to  their  respective  in-  undertake    the   performance   of   the    contract   herein- 

terests    in    the    crop    as    determined   by   their    rental  before  set  forth  during  such  period. 
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OSCAR  R.  WHILDEN 

SUGAR    MULES    AND    ALL    CLASSES    MULES 
SUITABLE  ANY  KIND  PLANTATION 
WORK    ON    HAND    AT   ALL   TIMES 

Service   and    Satisfaction    Guaranteed 
Phone  GAIvez  1053 

4101    BIENVILLE    AVENUE  NEW    ORLEANS,    L 


Phones   MAin  0696-0697  Established   1871 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 

SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 
SUGAR  FUTURES 

American  Bank  Bldg-  New  Orleans,  La. 


Gay.  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS—  FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  8t  NEW  OR  LEAN  8,  U.  8.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign   and   Domestlo 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201   Nola   Btdg.  407  Carondelet  St. 

Phone   MAIn  0996  NEW   ORLEANS,   LA. 


AMERICAN  FACTORS,  LIMITED 

WHOLESALERS,  COMMISSION  and 
INSURANCE  AGENTS 

Honolulu        San  Francisco        New  York 


PENICK  &  FORD,  Ltd.,  Incorporated 

Canal   Bank  Building 
NEW  0RLEAN8 

BUYERS  OF  ALL  GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 
Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

AND  ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIE8 


FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW  ORLEAN8 


C.  BREWER  &  COMPANY,  LTD. 

SHIPPING  COMMISSION 

and 

SUGAR  FACTORS 

Honolulu,  Hawaii 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 
Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  BIdg.,  823  Perdido  Street 
Phone  MAin  3481 
NEW  ORLEANS 


'AERO' 

CYANAMID 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 


3  0  ROCKEFELLER  PLAZA       • 


NEW  YORK 


A^inerioan  Molasses  Co* 
OF  LOUISIANA 

PERB  MARQUETTE  BLDG.        NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  All  Grades  of  Molasses 

and  Syrups 

Submit  Your  Offerings 

Correspondence   Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 
Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  Inc. 

Plaquemine,   La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal   Income  Tax   Service 

736  Canal  Bank  BIdg.  New  Orleans,  La. 

Telephone  MAIn  6467 
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MORE  SUGAR— MORE  PROFIT 

Read  below  the  results  of  Fertilizer  Tests  reported  in  the  Sugar 

Bulletin,  Page  3,  March  1,  1934 


FROM  THE  HOUMA  EXPERIMENT  STATION 


I. 

RESULTS  OF  FIRST  AND  SECOND  YEAR  STUBBLE  EXPERIMENTS  ON  "SANDY  LAND" 

(YAZOO  VERY  FINE  SANDY  LOAM) 
First  year  stubble  results  (Season  of  1930) 


Mixture 
Percent 
N-P-K 


20-0-0* 
8-12-Of 
20-0-0* 
12-8-Of 

12-4-4f 

0-0-0 


20-0-0* 
8-1 2-0 t 
20-0-0* 
1 2-8-0 f 
12-4-4J 

0-0-0 


Fertilizer  Applications 


Pounds  Per  Acre 


123  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  20  lbs.  nitrogen 

327  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  24  lbs.  Nitrogen +36  lbs.  P2O5 

246  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  40  lbs.  Nitrogen 

342  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen +24  lbs.  P2O5 

307  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen +  12  lbs.  P205+12  lbs. 

K20 

Check         No  fertilizer 

Second  year  stubble  results  (Season  of  1931) 

123  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  20  lbs.  Nitrogen 

327  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  24  lbs.  Nitrogen +36  lbs.  P2O5 

246  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  40  lbs.  Nitrogen 

342  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen+24  lbs.  P205 

307  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen +12  lbs.  P205  +  12  lbs. 

K20 

Check         No  fertilizer 


Tons 

Cane 

per 

Acre 


25.40 
27.83 
28.60 
33.26 

29.32 
21.45 


23.10 
25.78 
27.80 
29.50 

26.48 
19.11 


Pounds 

Sugar 

per 

Acre 


4768 
5427 
5254 
5840 

5668 
3945 


3617 
4331 
3734 
4909 

4446 
3279 


Increase  over 
Check 


Cane 
per  Acre 


3.95 

6.38 

7.15 

11.81 

7.87 


3.99 

6.67 

8.69 

10.39 

7.37 


Sugar 
per  Acre 


823 
1482 
1309 
1895 

1723 


338 
1052 

455 
1630 

1167 


Replicated  plots  of  1/10  acre  in  size 

*Nitrate  of  soda  alone  was  used  on  the  all-nitrogen  plots. 

fThe  amount  of  each  mixture  to  apply  to  make  up  the  equivalent  of  20,  40  or  60  pounds  of  plant  food  per  acre  will,  of 
course,  vary  according  to  the  analysis  of  the  materials  which  are  used  in  the  mixtures.  In  these  experiments  nitrate 
of  soda,  containing  16.25  per  cent  N.,  was  used  as  a  source  of  nitrogen.  The  phosphoric  acid  was  from  20  per  cent 
superphosphate  and  the  potash  from  muriate  of  potash  analyzing  48  per  cent  K20. 

Where  the  12-8-0  mixture  was  used  more  sugar  was  produced  per  acre  than  where 
Nitrogen  alone  was  applied.  On  first  year  stubble  the  combination  of  36  pounds  of 
Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  of  Phosphoric  Acid  produced  586  pounds  more  sugar  than  40 
pounds  of  Nitrogen.  On  second  year  stubble  36  pounds  of  Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  of 
Phosphoric  Acid  produced  1175  pounds  more  sugar.  300  pounds  12-8-0  per  acre  gives  you  36 
pounds  of  Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  Phosphoric  Acid. 

Thru  the  Cooperation  of 

Mr.   Percy  Lemann   of   Donaldsonville 

WE  ARE   NOW   BOOKING 

SWIFT'S  RED  STEER 

SPECIAL  CANE  GROWER 

12-8-0 

Mr.  Lemann  is  now  pooling  orders  to  assure  us  sufficient  volume  and  economy  of 
handling  whereby  we  can  deliver  this  formula  to  you  this  spring  at  a  price  only  a  frac- 
tion higher  than  your  cost  of   Nitrogen  alone. 

GET  IN  TOUCH  WITH  MR.  LEMANN  AT   ONCE  AND  PLACE 
YOUR    ORDER    IN   THE   POOL. 

SWIFT  AND  COMPANY  FERTILIZER  WORKS 


1711    MASONIC    TEMPLE 


NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 


Dr.  Charles  E.  Coates, 
Science,  La.  3tate  Univ 


ers 
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The  Raw  Sugar  Market 


The  Committee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  known  as  the  Raw  Sugar  Committee, 
which  has  successfully  brought  about  the  sale  each  year,  for  the  four  years  previous  to  the 
present  one,  of  a  large  block  of  Louisiana  raw  sugar,  from  40,000  to  60,000  tons,  at  the  full 
New  York  price,  has  this  year  encountered  a  situation  that  is  without  precedent  in  some  of  its 
features,  and  in  the  face  of  which  it  has  found  it    difficult    to    function    successfully. 

As  probably  everybody  knows,  but  it  will  do  no  harm  to  repeat  it  for  the  sake  of  empha- 
sis, the  Raw  Sugar  Committee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  came  into  being  because 
of  a  disastrous  and  deplorable  practice  of  long  standing  of  selling  Louisiana  raws,  acknowl- 
edged by  all  refiners  to  be  the  best  raw  sugars  made  anywhere,  to  local  refiners  at  less  than 
the  price  paid  in  New  York  for  inferior  imported  raws.  This  practice  had  reached  grotesque 
proportions.  It  seemed,  at  times,  as  if  there  was  no  limit  to  the  complaisance  of  sellers  of 
Louisiana  raws,  and  to  help  it  all  along  the  fiction  was  created  that  all  producers  of  Louisiana 
raws  ought  properly  to  absorb  the  New  Orleans  to  New  York  freight.  This  in  the  face  of  the 
fact  that  these  raws  were  all  refined,  in  New  Orleans  and  the  refined  sugar  distributed  from 
New  Orleans. 

On  the  creation  of  the  Raw  Sugar  Committee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  all  this 
buncombe  was  aired,  exposed,  and  denounced.  The  Committee  entered  into  some  very  broad- 
gauge  negotiations  with  the  President  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  found  him  all 
that  could  be  asked  for  on  the  score  of  right  and  reason,  and  from  that  year  until  this  our  Louis- 
iana raw  sugar  crop  has  been  sold  at  the  full  New  York  price  to  the  local  refineries. 

iln  this  year  of  1934,  however,  the  work  of  the  Committee,  so  carefully  built  up  and  sus- 
tained during  the  past  four  years,  has  been  in  grave  danger  of  failure.  The  uncertainty  about 
the  course  of  the  market,  influenced  as  it  now  is  by  artificial  restraints  and  the  proclamations 
of  governments,  has  led  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  to  be  cautious  about  contract- 
ing for  a  very  large  block  of  Louisiana  raws  at  the  outset  of  the  campaign,  priced  at  the  New  York 
market  at  date  of  delivery,  deliveries  to  run  through  several  months,  and  absorbing  the  bulk 
of  the  crop.  They  have  been  willing  to  purchase  only  piecemeal  and  at  the  New  York  price  pre- 
vailing at  date  of  sale  or  at  some  future  New  York  price  not  known  at  date  of  sale  and,  such 
being  the  case,  considerable  quantities  of  Louisiana  raws  have  been  left  available  from  time  to 
time  for  sale  in  various  other  directions.  Such  sugars  have  been  finding  a  market  when  and 
where  and  at  what  price  they  could,  and  the  morale  of  the  holders  of  them  has  not  been  helped 
any  by  the  spectacle  of  cargo  after  cargo  of  foreign  raws  arriving  at  New  Orleans.  True,  these 
foreign  sugars    were   for   melting    after   the    first  of    the    year,    but    the    psychological    effect    of 
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their  arrival  has  been  tremendous,  presaging 
as  it  did  a  slaughter  of  prices  in  January. 

The  situation  has  been  made  additionally 
complex  by  the  fact  that  the  sales  of  Louisiana 
raws  made  in  the  manner  above  described 
have  necessarily  not  reflected  the  average  of 
the  daily  official  market  quotations  based  on 
Willett  &  Gray's  Circular  as  tabulated  by  the 
Quotation  Committee  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
&  Rice  Exchange  to  govern  the  price  of  cane. 
The  factories  have  sold  much  of  their  sugar 
at  figures  varying,  one  way  or  the  other,  from 
the  figures  on  which  their  cane  settlements 
were    based. 

The  chaotic  condition  prevailing  is  clearly 
depicted  by  a  telegram  sent  by  the  Quotation 
Committee  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar  &  Rice  Ex- 
change to  Mr.  John  E.  Dalton,  Chief  of  the 
Sugar  Section  of  the  A.A.A.  at  Washington  on 
December   10th,    as   follows: 

"The  Quotation  Committee  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
&  Rice  Exchange  found  itself  unable  to  issue  a  Weekly- 
Average  quotation  for  raw  sugars  for  the  week  ending 
December  sixth  which  would  be  fair  to  both  cane 
growers   and  processors  stop  From  the  beginning  of 


the  season  this  Committee  has  been  guided  in  issuing 
its  Weekly  Average  quotation  by  the  New  York  daily- 
price  as  issued  by  Willett  &  Gray  which  has  been  ap- 
parently satisfactory  to  all  concerned  up  to  this  time 
because  actual  sales  of  Louisiana  raw  sugars  have 
fairly  closely  approximated  our  quotations  stop  Now 
a  different  picture  presents  itself  stop  A  small  quan- 
tity of  raw  sugar  is  available  in  New  York  usable 
in  December  for  which  the  New  York  refiners  have 
been  paying  a  considerably  higher  price  than  they 
are  paying  for  early  January  deliveries  which  early 
January  delivery  sales  would  normally  make  a  spot 
quotation  stop  There  is  no  dearth  of  Louisiana  raw 
sugars  here  for  December  use  and  therefore  the  pro- 
cessors are  absolutely  unable  to  obtain  the  price  being 
paid  in  New  York  for  December  usable  sugars  stop 
We  therefore  think  we  should  eliminate  from  our 
consideration  in  making  the  weekly  average  price  for 
cane  settlements  all  sales  made  in  New  York  of  raw 
sugar  usable  in  December  and  we  respectfully  request 
your  sanction  for  our  doing  so" 

Mr.   Dalton  replied  as  follows: 

"Washington  D  C 
December  11  1934 
Quotation   Committee 
Louisiana  Sugar  &  Rice  Exchange 
New  Orleans  Louisiana 

Inasmuch  as  Sugar  Section  and  its  representatives 
in  Louisiana  will  investigate  the  whole  problem  of 
sugar  prices  and  section  seven  before  final  settlement 
is  made  a  continuation  of  the  present  method  of 
quotation  for  the  remainder  of  nineteen  thirty  four 
would  not  bring  injustice  to  any  group  in  the  industry 

John  E  Dalton 
Chief  of  the  Sugar  Division" 

It  is  too  bad  that  the  Quotation  Committee 
should  have  to  plead  a  disparity  between  the 
New  Orleans  and  New  York  raw  sugar  mar- 
kets as  the  cause  of  their  perplexity.  This 
disparity  should  not  exist.  However,  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances  prevailing  this  year  have, 
to  our  sorrow,  brought  it  about  after  four 
years  of  immunity.  Next  year  the  Raw  Sugar 
Committee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 
should  attack  this  problem  boldly  and  along 
broad  lines.  The  Committee  should  not  be 
forced  into  the  role  of  an  opportunist  or  a 
petty  trader  as  it  was  this  season.  It  was  not 
designed  for  that. 


Cheaper  Warehousing 

The  newly  created  Louisiana  State  Market  and 
Warehouse  Commission  held  a  meeting  at  Alexandria, 
Louisiana,  on  December  5th,  which  was  presided  over 
by  its  Chairman,  Hon.  Harry  D.  Wilson. 

The  fact  was  brought  out  that  the  Commission 
intends  to  inaugurate  a  State  warehouse  inspection 
service,  which  it  is  believed  will  result  in  making  the 
commodities  warehoused,  especially  on  plantations, 
such  as  cotton,  sugar  and  so  on,  more  acceptable  as 
collateral  than  is  at  present  the  case.  It  was  stated 
at  the  meeting  that  under  the  system  heretofore  in 
vogue  sugar  producers  desiring  to  borrow  money  from 
the  banks  on  stored  sugar  have  been  obliged  to  make 
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arrangements  with  bonded  warehousemen  in  New 
Orleans  or  elsewhere  who  would  issue  certificates 
through  an  arrangement  with  the  factories  by  which 
the  plantation  warehouse  became  a  sort  of  branch 
establishment  of  the  New  Orleans  concern.  Under 
these  conditions  the  producer  of  the  sugar  assumed 
practically  all  the  expense  of  handling  and  caring  for 
the  stored  sugar,  and  the  bonded  warehouseman 
charged  in  the  neighborhood  of  5  cents  a  bag  for  the 
first  month  and  2V2  cents  a  bag  thereafter,  although 
he  furnished  no  physical  storage  equipment. 

Mr.  L.  Carter  and  Mr.  0.  B.  Eaton  of  the  Federal 
Intermediate  Credit  Bank  were  present  at  the  meet- 
ing and  Mr.  Carter  expressed  the  opinion  that  cer- 
tificates issued  under  the  new  law  would  be  accepted 
by  the  banks  as  collateral  provided  the  warehouser 
at  the  plantation  was  not  connected  with  the  owner 
of  the  sugar  and  was  otherwise  acceptable.  This 
opinion  he  based  on  the  periodical  inspections  to  be 
made  by  a  supervisor  of  the  Louisiana  Warehouse 
and  Market  Commission,  and  the  idea  would  be  for 
each  sugar  producer  to  arrange  with  some  local  man 
of  satisfactory  character  and  connections  to  act  as 
warehouseman  and  the  warehouse  on  the  plantation 
would  then  be  licensed  by  the  Commission  and  the 
high  charges  now  being  paid  solely  for  some  sort  of 
status  that  will  make  possible  the  use  of  the  sugar 
as  collateral,  and  not  for  the  actual  work  or  expense 
of  storing  the  sugar,  may  be  obviated. 

Chairman  Harry  D.  Wilson  stated  that  the  Com- 
mission would  charge  a  small  fee  for  each  bag  of 
sugar  stored  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  expense 
of  operating  the  Commission,  but  that  there  would  be 
no  effort  to  make  any  profit.  It  was  tentatively 
agreed  that  a  fee  of  one-half  cent  per  bag  of  raw 
sugar  of  approximately  325  pounds  and  one-eighth 
cent  per  bag  of  white  sugar  of  approximately  100 
pounds  would  probably  be  considered  fair  enough 
by  everybody  and  the  Commission  took  this  under 
advisement.  Only  sugar  against  which  negotiable 
receipts  were  issued  would  come  under  these  charges. 
Such  other  commodities  as  syrup  or  molasses  will 
also  be  handled  on  some  fair  basis  and  Chairman 
Harry  D.  Wilson  at  Baton  Rouge  will  be  glad  to 
answer  questions  that  may  be  propounded  to  him  by 
those  at  interest  as  fast  as  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission  are  formulated  and  definite  an- 
swers become  possible. 

Mr.  Marcel  J.  Voorhies 

One  of  the  most  conspicuous  figures  in  the  Louisi- 
ana sugar  district  right  now  is  Mr.  Marcel  J. 
Voorhies,  agent  of  the  United  States  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  Louisiana  under  the  entire  sugar  pro- 
gram of  the  Government  and  Chairman  of  the 
Grower-Processor  Committee,  which  is  the  immediate 
instrument  through  which  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  A.  A.  A.  are  carried  out 
here. 

Mr.  Voorhies  was  born  forty-four  years  ago  in  St. 
Martinville,  Louisiana.  He  received  his  college  degree 
at  Louisiana  State  University  and  has  done  graduate 
work  at  the  University  of  Wisconsin.  He  was  em- 
ployed from  1914  to  1919  as  a  teacher  at  the  South- 
western Louisiana  Institute,  Lafayette,  Louisiana. 
During    1920   and    1921,   Mr.   Voorhies   was    County 
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Agent  at  Lafayette.    From  1922  to  1934,  he  has  been 
Agricultural  Extension  Economist  at  L.  S.  U. 

As  an  agricultural  economist  his  work  has  brought 
him  in  contact  with  sugar  cane  producers  and  proces- 
sors and  he  has  made  a  study  of  price  analysis,  credit 
and  marketing  organization  work  and  has  aided  in 
organizing  and  advising  in  the  matter  of  financing 
and  operating  two  cooperative  farmer-owned  and  con- 
trolled sugar  cane  factories  in  Louisiana.  He  has  had 
personal  contact  with  all  phases  of  sugar  cane  produc- 
tion and  processing  in  Louisiana  and  it  is  apparent, 
from  the  cooperation  he  has  received  up  to  the  pres- 
ent time,  that  he  has  the  confidence  of  the  producers 
of  this  section. 

Mr.  Voorhies  has  worked  from  the  very  beginning 
in  the  development  of  the  present  sugar  cane  adjust- 
ment program  in  Louisiana.  When  the  Louisiana 
sugar  cane  program  was  first  inaugurated  the  Sugar 
Section  requested  the  University  to  release  Mr. 
Voorhies  for  the  length  of  time  necessary  to  develop 
the  program.  He  was  responsible  for  obtaining  the 
production  records  of  all  producers  in  Louisiana  and 
from  the  beginning  has  borne  a  heavy  part  in  the 
development  of  the  sugar  cane  adjustment  undertak- 
ing. Besides  being  a  trained  man,  Mr.  Voorhies  has 
an  unusually  agreeable  and  alert  personality  and  he 
commands  the  confidence  and  respect  of  the  entire 
sugar  cane  industry  in  this  State. 


Committee  Message 

Baton   Rouge    Louisiana, 
December  8,  1934. 
To  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Processors: 

In  connection  with  settlement  for  cane  by  Processors 
with  their  Growers  the  Committee  wishes  to  clarify 
the  language  of  the  contract  in  connection  with  which 
the  following  interpretation  will  be  used. 

Paragraph  11  of  the  contract  specifies  that  one 
sucrose  test  shall  be  made  at  the  factory  of  each  barge 
or  car  of  cane  delivered  and  settlement  made  for  each 
barge  or  car  of  cane  as  outlined  in  the  contract. 

Paragraph  11  states  further  that  in  respect  of 
wagon  or  truck  delivery  one  test  shall  be  made  of 
each  daily  delivery.  Where  more  than  one  test  is 
made  of  each  shipper's  daily  delivery  the  daily  weight- 
ed simple  average  computed  in  accordance  with  para-, 
graph  which  gives  the  normal  juice  sucrose  and  the 
per  cent  of  price  of  standard  cane  shall  be  used. 

Where  the  second  paragraph  refers  to  average  it 
refers  to  average  market  price  and  not  average 
sucrose. 

Yours  very  truly, 
MARCEL  J.  VOORHIES, 

Grower-Processor  Committee. 


A  Budget  of  Washington  News 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 
We  are  delighted  to  be  able  to  report  definitely  that 
the  Sugarcane  Production  Adjustment  Contract  for 
Louisiana,  (usually  referred  to  as  the  Benefit  Payment 
Contract)  has  now  been  printed  and  is  being  distrib- 
uted in  Louisiana  for  the  sign-up  campaign.  In  this 
connection,  we  have  heard  of  questions  raised  as  to  the 
reasons  for  the  delay  and  in  order  that  there  may  be 
no  misunderstanding  or  misconstruction,  we  hasten  to 
declare  that  of  our  own  knowledge  we  know  that  the 
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only  reason  for  the  delay  in  having  the  contract  dis- 
tributed in  Louisiana,  has  been  caused  by  the  printing 
of  the  contract.  No  important  changes  were  made  in 
the  wording  of  the  contract  from  the  copy  which  was 
made  available  to  us  in  November.  As  one  may  well 
realize,  the  Government  Printing  Office  has  been 
swamped  with  the  printing  of  forms  and  documents  of 
the  New  Deal,  to  such  an  extent  that  it  required  one 
week  before  "proof"  could  be  secured  on  the  Benefit 
Payment  Contract  and  after  the  proof  had  been  re- 
turned with  corrections,  it  has  taken  two  additional 
weeks  before  this  printing  job  could  get  to  the  press, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  had  to  take  its  turn  with 
other  jobs  from  the  Federal  Departments  at  Wash- 
ington. 

It  is  a  rule  of  the  Federal  Government  in  Washing- 
ton that  all  printing  to  be  paid  for  by  the  Federal 
Departments,  must  be  done  by  the  Government  Print- 
ing office.  Therefore,  we  reiterate  that  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  distribution  of  this  contract  in  Louisiana 
for  execution  and  signature  by  the  growers,  has  not 
been  caused  for  any  reason  except  the  normal  delays 
of  getting  printing  done  by  the  Government  Printing 
Office. 

Mr.  Marcel  Voorhies,  Louisiana  Agent  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  and  Chairman  of  the  Grower- 
Processor  Committee,  has  been  in  Washington  for  sev- 
eral days  consulting  with  the  Sugar  Section  regarding 
the  various  problems  and  questions  which  have  come 
up.  It  is  natural  that  all  solutions  will  not  be  made 
immediately,  but  a  great  many  questions  are  being 
clarified,  which  will  permit  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Pro- 
gram to  be  developed  and  administered  with  greater 
ease  and  less  friction. 

One  of  the  questions  which  was  considered  has  to 
do  with  the  quotations  being  made  by  the  Louisiana 
Sugar  and  Rice  Exchange  on  the  price  of  raw  sugar. 
In  recent  weeks  the  price  quoted  represented  a  more 
or  less  fictitious  price  in  so  far  as  the  processors  were 
able  to  sell  spot  sugar  at  the  price  quoted  during 
the  period  covered  by  the  quotation,  or  even  during 
the  week  following.  Recent  developments  had  made 
it  impossible  to  secure  any  quotation.  The  following 
letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Voorhies  indicates  the  offi- 
cial attitude  of  the  A.  A.  A.: 
"Dear  Mr.  Voorhies: 

There  has  been  called  to  our  attention  some  diffi- 
culties which  have  arisen  in  obtaining  an  accurate 
quotation  of  sugar  for  settlement  as  prescribed  in 
Section  7  of  the  Louisiana  Sugarcane  Purchase  Con- 
tract. These  difficulties  have  been  due  to  certain  con- 
ditions which  have  arisen  in  the  first  year  of  the 
administration  of  the  Jones-Costigan  Amendment  and 
may  be  avoided  in  the  future. 

"The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  empowered  to  ad- 
judicate disputes  under  the  Louisiana  Sugarcane  Pur- 
chase Contract.  In  the  light  of  the  letter  and  spirit 
of  this  contract,  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Administration  and  its  representative,  Mr. 
Marcel  Voorhies,  Chairman  of  the  Grower  Processor 
Committee,  will,  before  final  settlement  is  made  under 
the  terms  of  the  contract,  investigate  the  whole  prob- 
lem of  price  quotations  and  their  relationship  to  the 
provisions  of  the  purchase  contract  in  order  that  no 
injustice  be  done  to  any  group  in  the  Louisiana  in- 
dustry. 

Very   truly   yours, 

JOHN  E.  DALTON, 

Chief,    Sugar    Section." 


In  view  of  the  above,  Mr.  Voorhies  considers  it 
highly  desirable  for  all  of  the  mills  to  itemize  all  of 
their  sales  of  the  1934  crop  and  to  keep  current  rec- 
ords of  future  sales  so  that  a  quick  report  may  be 
made  to  the  Committee  when  it  endeavors  to  arrive 
at  a  basis  for  a  fair  price  for  Louisiana  sugar  cane, 
which  does  not  necessarily  show  the  quotations  but 
which  results  from  actual  sales  of  Louisiana  sugar. 

Among  the  troublesome  questions  that  have  been 
brought  to  the  attention  of  Mr.  Voorhies  has  been 
the  rights  of  tenants  and  of  mortgagors  under  the 
Benefit  Payment  Contract,  brought  about  by  cases 
where  the  landlord  or  the  mortgagee  has  sought  to 
change  his  relationship  or  to  change  tenants  thereby 
depriving  the  tenants  or  mortgagors  of  the  benefits 
intended  for  them  in  the  sugar  program.  Mr.  Voor- 
hies declared,  "To  make  clear  the  attitude  of  the 
Sugar  Section  relative  to  the  rights  of  mortgagors 
and/or  tenants,  it  has  been  announced  that  their 
rights  shall  be  preserved  where  the  mortgagor  and/or 
tenant  is  operating  in  good  faith.  The  Parish  Pro-  | 
duction  Control  Committee  shall  receive  any  com- 
plaint of  a  mortgagor  and/or  tenant  and  adjudicate 
same  between  the  mortgagor  and/or  tenant  and  his 
landlord  and/or  his  mortgagee  in  order  to  preserve 
to  both  the  full  benefits  of  the  sugar  contracts." 

At  the  request  of  the  Sugar  Section,  the  Grower- 
Processor  Committee,  through  the  County  Agents, 
is  attempting  to  get  immediately  from  each  mill  in 
the  State  a  detailed  inventory  of  the  sugar  and  sugar 
products  on  hand  as  of  February  1st,  1934.  The 
same  information  will  be  desired  as  early  as  possible, 
as  of  January  1st,  1935.  The  distribution  of  sugar 
and  sugar  products  during  the  year  1934  from  Louisi- 
ana factories  will  also  be  the  subject  of  a  report  to 
be  made  by  each  factory.  All  of  this  information 
is  being  gathered  to  use  in  establishing  the  consump- 
tive estimates  for  the  United  States  for  1935  and  also 
in  establishing  the  quotas. 

As  an  example  of  the  activities  which  have  to  be  J 
watched  by  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  for  the 
protection  and  benefit  of  all  of  the  growers  and  all  of 
the  processors  in  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry,  we  cite 
the  following  letter  which  came  into  our  hands  from 
a  reliable  source  to  whom  the  letter  was  addressed 
for  his  action: 

THE   NORTH  AMERICAN  TRADING  AND 
IMPORT    CO. 
Terminals        260  SOUTH  BROAD  STREET 
New  Orleans  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  U.SA.       Cable  Address 

Philadelphia  SOTODEL 

Philippines  Robinson's  Code 

Puerto  Rico 
Java 
Cuba 

NATICO  BLACKSTRAP  MOLASSES 
October  19,   1934. 
We  have  sent  the  following  telegram  to  The  American 
Mixed  Feed  Manufacturers  Association,  and  The  Southern 
Mixed  Feed  Manufacturers  Association  and  all  our  repre- 
sentatives, today: 

UNDER  SUGAR  QUOTA  ALLOTMENT  PROGRAM 
AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT  ADMINISTRATION 
HAS  LARGE  QUANTITIES  SUGAR  CANE  THAT 
WILL  GO  TO  WASTE  IN  PUERTO  RICO  HAWAII 
AND   PHILIPPINES  STOP 

SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE  HAS  POWER  TO 
PERMIT  CONVERSION  OF  THIS  SURPLUS  CANE 
INTO  MOLASSES  AND  HAS  PLAN  UNDER  CON- 
SIDERATION NOW  STOP 

IF  HE  PERMITS  IT  MOLASSES  WILL  COST  FIVE 
CENTS  A  GALLON  FOB  ATLANTIC  AND  GULF 
PORTS  THIS  FALL  AND  ALL  NEXT  YEAR 
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IF  HE  DOES  NOT  PERMIT  IT  MOLASSES  WILL 
COST  TEN  CENTS  A  GALLON  OR  MORE 
IT  BEHOOVES  ASSOCIATION  TO  BRING  STRONG 
PRESSURE  TO  BEAR  ON  SECRETARY  WALLACE 
IMMEDIATELY  TO  PERMIT  CONVERSION  OF  SUR- 
PLUS CANE  INTO  MOLASSES  AND  QUICK  ACTION 
IS    NECESSARY   STOP 

PLEASE  HAVE  ALL  YOUR  MEMBERS  TELEGRAPH 
SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE  AND  ASK  ALL 
FARM  ASSOCIATIONS  AND  MEMBERS  TO  EN- 
DORSE PLAN 

Needless  to  ask  your  cooperation  in  telegraphing  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  Wallace  immediately  that  his  SUGAR 
CANE-MOLASSES  CONVERSION  PLAN  should  be  de- 
cided on  favorably  and  quickly.  You  certainly  are  not 
interested  in  paying  more  than  five  cents  a  gallon  for 
molasses,  and  right  now  it  looks  like  that's  exactly  what 
you'll   have   to   do. 

Very  truly  yours, 
THE    NORTH    AMERICAN    TRADING    AND 
IMPORT    CO.  I.    B.    Delcher/H 

President. 

We  are  pleased  to  report  that  we  have  made  a 
personal  investigation  of  this  matter  and  we  have 
received  from  the  Sugar  Section  the  explantion  which 
follows.  The  plan  which  is  now  being  considered  by 
the  Sugar  Section  is  to  use  the  sugar  cane  which  is 
supposed  to  be  destroyed  in  the  Islands,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  producing  a  molasses  or  syrup  to  relieve  the 
cattle  feeding  situation  in  the  drought  areas,  by  mix- 
ing with   feed  dust,  hulls   and  roughage. 

The  present  intention  is  not  actually  to  make  mo- 
lasses but  to  make  a  syrup-of-cane-juice  (so  that 
there  will  be  no  sugar  produced,  as  would  be  the  case 
with  molasses),  which  syrup  will  be  inverted  and 
then  contaminated  so  that  it  will  not  be  fit  for  human 
consumption.  This  so-called  molasses  would  be  used 
for  feed  only;  it  would  not  be  sold  to  distillers  or 
for  human  consumption.  The  cane  grower  in  the 
Islands  having  already  received  a  benefit  payment  for 
discarding  this  cane,  would  receive  nothing  further, 
except  payment  for  cutting  and  delivery  to  the  mill. 
The  mill  would  receive  a  toll  payment  for  converting 
into  the  molasses-syrup.  The  United  States  Govern- 
ment would  become  the  owner  of  the  molasses-syrup 
and  would  enter  into  a  contract  for  its  distribution 
with  a  ^United  States  private  corporation  already  in 
the  business  of  making  similar  distribution.  The  cost 
to  the  Government  would  be  about  5  cents  per  gallon 
for  the  molasses-syrup.  The  contract  would  specify 
a  price  of  61/4  cents  f.o.b.  boat  or  7  cents  f.o.b.  tank 
car.  Any  profit  would  go  into  the  Treasury  of  the 
United   States. 

None  of  this  molasses-syrup  is  to  be  sold,  however, 
until  75  per  cent  of  molassess  from  quota  sugars  has 
been  disposed  of.  This,  they  claim,  will  protect  mo- 
lasses producers  both  as  to  the  sale  of  their  product 
and  the  price. 

The  molasses-syrup  will  remain  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  Secretary  who  will  assume  the  respon- 
sibility of  seeing  that  it  is  only  used  for  feed  and 
not  for  distilling  or  for  human  consumption.  He  will 
also  maintain  the  price  and  prevent  the  extraction  of 
suear  from  the  molasses-syrup. 

The  Sugar  Section  claims  that  this  program  will  not 
affect  adversely  the  price  of  cane  molasses,  beet  pulp 
or  beet  molasses.  The  Sugar  Section  insists  that  the 
primary  object  of  this  plan  is  to  get  sufficient  feeds 
for  cattle  in  the  drought  areas,  and  not  to  give  addi- 
tional help  to  the  Islands. 

As  stated  above,  this  is  the  explanation  given  by 
the  Sugar  Section,  and  is  subject  to  the  actual  terms 


of  the  contracts  and  agreements  involved,  which  are 
now  in  course  of  preparation.  There  is  no  doubt  in 
our  minds  that  the  protests  made  in  this  regard,  have 
had  their  effect  in  changing  the  original  plans.  At 
the  outset  the  molasses  trust  had  visions  of  using  this 
plan  for  the  purpose  of  beating  down  the  price  of 
molasses  below  5  cents,  as  shown  by  the  copy  of 
printed  letter  sent  out  by  them,  reproduced  above. 

We  have  had  several  inquiries  regarding  the  method 
of  arriving  at  the  final  parity  price  which  will  be 
basis  of  the  final  settlement  of  the  benefit  payment. 
We  regret  that  we  are  unable  to  give  the  answer  at 
this  time  because  the  method  has  not  yet  been  finally 
determined  for  sugar.  We  are  informed  that  in  other# 
commodities  various  methods  have  been  used;  how- 
ever, in  all  cases  the  A.  A.  A.  has  sought  to  maintain 
the  principle  of  actually  restoring  to  the  farmer  his 
purchasing  power  with  the  money  that  he  receives 
from  his  product.  In  one  case  the  index  for  12 
months  was  used.  In  another,  the  index  for  the 
month  preceding  the  application  of  the  processing  tax 
was  used.  To  be  consistent  with  the  principle  above 
indicated,  the  pre-war  parity  index  for  the  period  be- 
tween October  18th  and  March  1st  appears  to  be  the 
proper  one  to  be  used  for  sugar,  unless  the  index 
for  the  period  of  actual  harvesting  and  delivery  of 
cane,   is   used.     We   cannot   see    any   justification   for 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN  MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 

(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,    La. 
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means  the  largest  sell- 
ing pure  cane  sugars — 
refined  in  U.  S.  A. 

Granulated,  Crystal  Domino  Tableti, 
Superfine  Powdered.  Confectioners, 
Old  Fashioned  Brown,  Yellow,  Pressed 
Tablets,  Crystal  Domino  Squares, 
Dainty  Lumps,  Cinnamon  and  Sugar: 
Domino   Syrup.    Always   full    weight. 


American  Sugar  Refining  Company 

"Sweeten  it  with  Domino" 
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going  farther  back  than  the  beginning  of  the  present 
grinding  season,  because  the  cane  grower  did  not  re- 
ceive any  money  from  his  product  prior  to  the  deliv- 
ery of  cane  and  therefore  his  purchasing  power  with 
that  money  is  only  important  to  him  from  the  time 
that  he  was  able  to  spend  it.  It  is  expected  that  an 
early  announcement  will  be  made  of  the  method  to 
be  use  in  arriving  at  the  1934  parity. 

The  monthly  "index"  since  October,  1933  (that  is, 
the  Prices  paid  by  Farmers  for  Commodities  Bought 
in  each  month,  as  compared  to  Prices  paid  by  Farm- 
ers in  1909  to  1914)  has  been: 


1933 

1934 

1934 

' 

October 

116, 

January 

117 

July 

122 

November 

116 

February 

119 

August 

125 

December 

116 

March 

120 

September 

126 

April 

120 

October 

126 

May 

121 

November 

126 

June 

121 

December 

? 

1934  Hawaiian  Sugar  Quota  Has 
Been  Reached 

(Official  Release  of  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture.) 
The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  an- 
nounced recently  that  the  quota  for  imports  of 
sugar  from  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  for  consumption 
for  the  current  calendar  year  has  been  reached.  The 
quota  was  established  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
under  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  in  June,  1934,  and 
amounted  to  916,550  short  tons,  raw  value.  The 
formal  certification  dated  November  30,  was  signed 
by  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Wallace. 

The  Hawaiian  quota  is  the  third  of  the  quotas 
from  important  off-shore  areas  supplying  sugar  to  the 
United  States  to  be  filled.  The  Philippine  quota  was 
reached  early  in  the  summer,  and  the  Puerto  Rican 
quota  was  certified  as  filled  last  month.  After  the 
import  quota  for  a  region  is  reached,  no  more  sugar 
from  that  area  can  enter  the  United  States  during 
the  current  calendar  year  unless  it  is  stored  in  bond 
in  accordance  with  special  regulations  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Administration. 

The  balance  of  the  requirement  for  1934  in  eastern 
and  southern  territory  of  the  United  States  must  be 
filled  from  the  balance  of  the  Cuban  quota  and  the 
new  crop  sugar  of  Louisiana  and  Florida.  The  west- 
ern terirtory  is  being  supplied  by  the  balance  of  the 
beet  sugar  quota. 


Quotation  Basis  Altered 

As  we  go  to  press  we  learn  (see  telegrams  in  the 
leading  article  in  this  issue)  that  in  the  absence  of  any 
specific  objection  from  the  sugar  section  of  the  A.  A.  A. 
the  Quotation  Committee  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar  and 
Rice  Exchange  has  decided,  in  computing  their  weekly 
average  quotation,  to  eliminate  from  consideration  all 
sales  made  in  New  York  on  and  after  December  5th 
of  raw  sugars  usable  in  December. 


Sugar  Beet  Producers  Advised  to 
Get  Receipts  For  1934  Labor 

{Official  Release  of  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture.) 

The  sugar  section  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration  recently  called  to  the  attention 
of  sugar  beet  producers  who  plan  to  sign  adjust- 
ment contracts  the  advisability  of  securing  signed 
receipts  from  laborers  for  labor  performed  on  the  1934 
crop,  to  aid  producers  in  proving  compliance  with 
the  contract. 

Under  the  labor  clauses  of  the  contract,  the  pro- 
ducer agrees  to  pay  all  bona  fide  wage  claims  arising 
in  connection  with  the  production,  cultivation,  and 
harvesting  of  the  1934  crop,  as  a  condition  to  receiv- 
ing final  adjustment  payments  on  the   1934  crop. 

Before  the  final  1934  payment  is  made  next  spring, 
each  contracting  grower  will  be  required  to  furnish 
a  certificate  to  the  effect  that  all  such  wage  claims 
have  been  paid,  and  if  signed  receipts  from  laborers 
covering  such  wage  claims  accompany  the  certificate, 
the  possibility  of  disputes  regarding  the  payments  will 
be  eliminated,  Sugar  Section  officials  pointed  out. 

The  receipt  secured  from  a  laborer  should  indicate 
that  the  payment  is  made  in  accordance  with  the 
agreement  or  understanding  between  the  producer 
and  the  laborer,  and  covers  all  work  performed  during 
the  1934  season  by  the  laborer  in  question,  for  the 
grower  who  presents  it.  If  possible  the  receipt  should 
specify  just  what  amounts  were  paid  for  such  labor 
as  bunching  and  thinning,  hoeing,  and  pulling  and 
topping. 

Although  the  securing  of  receipts  from  laborers 
is  advised  in  order  to  avoid  complaints  from  laborers 
regarding  payment  of  wage  claims,  laborers  will  have 
opportunity  to  make  complaints.  If  made,  such  com- 
plaints will  be  investigated.  Securing  receipts  from 
laborers  now  and  filing  them  with  proof  of  compli- 
ance will  avoid  the  possibility  of  delay  in  final  pay- 
ments to  producers,  on  account  of  the  labor  clause. 

Sugarcane  Allotments  to  New 
Growers  to  100  Tons 

Provisions  under  which  a  limited  number  of  Lou- 
isiana farmers,  who  formerly  grew  sugar  cane,  but 
who  did  not  grow  any  in  the  years  1932,  or  1933, 
or  1934,  may  receive  allotments  for  the  production 
of  not  more  than  100  tons  of  cane  in  1935  under  the 
sugar  adjustment  program,  were  announced  today 
by  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration. 

The  announcement  supplements  an  earlier  state- 
ment which  outlined  options  growers  with  production 
records  in  recent  years  might  select  in  determining 
the  base  for  their  allotments  under  the  sugar  pro- 
gram. The  earlier  announcement  stated  that  provi- 
sion would  be  made  for  small  land  owners.  Many  of 
these  small  owners  were  forced  to  discontinue  cane 
production  in  recent  years  as  a  result  of  unfavorable 
economic  conditions,  the  mosaic  disease  and  other 
factors. 

Preliminary  decision  upon  granting  of  allotments 
to  these  farmers,  who  are  termed  "new  growers",  will 
be  made  by  the  local  sugar  cane  production  control 
committees  and  the  parish  sugar  cane  production 
control  committees. 

Allotments   to  new  growers   are  to  be  limited  to 
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land  owners  and  to  farms  which  produced  sugar  cane 
before  1932.  In  general,  eligibility  for  allotment  will 
require  that: 

(1)  The  applicant  must  be  a  landowner  operating  his 
own  farm  without  the  aid  of  share-tenants  or 
share-croppers; 

(2)  Only  one  unit  allotment  up  to  100  tons  of  sugar 
cane  will  be  given  a  grower; 

(3)  The  farm  must  have  had  cane  experience  prior 
to  1932; 

(4)  The  land  must  be  in  a  suitable  condition  to  plant 
cane  and  must  have  had  a  leguminous  crop 
plowed  under  this  year; 

(5)  The  farm  must  be  within  a  distance  to  a  mill 
which  agrees  to  purchase  the  sugar  cane  as  to 
be  entitled  to  the  minimum  freight  rate; 

(6)  The  applicant  must  have  had  experience  in  cane 
production; 

(7)  The  applicant  must  be  able  to  finance  or  obtain 
sufficient  finances  to  produce  the  sugar  cane 
allotment; 

(8)  The  application  of  grower  must  be  approved  by 
Local  Sugar  Cane  Production  Control  Commit- 
tee, Parish  Sugar  Cane  Production  Control  Com- 
mittee, and  the  county  agent,  and  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Growers  who  wish  further  information  regarding 
the  1935  allotments  are  urged  to  get  in  touch  with 
their  county  agents. 

Processing  Tax  on  Plantation  Hogs 

Having  been  informed  that  Internal  Revenue  col- 
lectors were  seeking  to  collect  a  processing  tax  on 
hogs  which  are  being  slaughtered  on  plantations  for 
feeding  to  laborers  in  boarding  houses  operated  by 
the  plantations,  we  took  up  the  matter  with  the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue.  It  seemed  to  us  that 
hogs  raised  on  the  premises  came  within  the  exemp- 
tion contained  in  Section  15  (b)  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  which  provides  in  part:  "No  tax 
shall  be  required  to  be  paid  on  the  processing  of  any 
commodity  by  or  for  the  producer  thereof  for  con- 
sumption by  his  own  family,  employees,  or  house- 
hold;    *     *     *." 

We  are  advised  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue  that  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  re- 
quires the  payment  of  the  processing  tax  from  the 
one  who  does  the  first  domestic  processing.  In  the 
case  of  hogs,  the  first  domestic  processing  is  the 
slaughter  of  the  hogs  for  market. 

The  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  states  that 
Section  15  (b)  refers  to  the  producer  as  a  natural 
person  and  therefore  a  plantation  owned  by  a  cor- 
poration would  not  be  exempted  from  the  payment 
of  the  processing  tax  on  hogs  which  they  slaughter 
and  serve  to  their  laborers  in  boarding  houses. 

However,  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  an  in- 
dividual owning  a  plantation  is  required  to  pay  a 
processing  tax  with  respect  to  hogs  raised  and  slaugh- 
tered by  him,  in  case  the  products  of  such  hogs  are 
marketed  to  his  employees  in  the  form  of  board,  is 
now  under  consideration  by  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue,  which  has  promised  to  advise  us  promptly 
when  a  decision  has  been  reached. 


A  Guide  to  Surer 

SUGAR   PROFITS 

Tests  of  experiment  stations  and 
individual  cane  growers  alike  dem- 
onstrate that  12-8-0  fertilizer  pro- 
duces far  more  cane  and  sugar 
per  acre  than  applications  of  ni- 
trogen alone. 

Armour's 

BIG  CROP 

Fertilizer 

12-8-0 

furnishes  not  only  the  desirable 
nitrogen  but  also  highly  essential 
phosphoric  acid — which  makes  for 
earlier  maturity  and  quality  juice. 
Cane  demands  liberal  feeding,  and 
when  you  feed  it  with  Armour's 
Big  Crop  12-8-0,  it  will  help  you 
"Make  every  acre  do   its   best." 

Armour  Fertilizer  Works 
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OSCAR  R.  WHILDEN 

SUGAR    MULES   AND    ALL    CLASSES    MULES 
SUITABLE  ANY  KIND  PLANTATION 
WORK    ON    HAND   AT   ALL   TIMES 

Service   and   Satisfaction   Guaranteed 
Phone  GAIvez  1053 

4101    BIENVILLE    AVENUE  NEW    ORLEANS,    LA. 


Phones  MAin  0696-0697  Established   1871 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 
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SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 
SUGAR  FUTURES 

American  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  St.  NEW  ORLEANS,  U.  8.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign   and   Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201   Nola  Bldg.  407  Carondelet  St. 

Phone   MAIn  0996  NEW   ORLEANS,   LA. 


AMERICAN  FACTORS,  LIMITED 

WHOLESALERS,  COMMISSION  and 
INSURANCE  AGENTS 

Honolulu        San  Francisco        New  York 


PENIGK  &  FORD,  Ltd.,  Incorporated 

Canal   Bank  Building 
NEW  ORLEAN8 

BUYERS  OF  ALL  GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

AND  ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW  ORLEAN3 


C.  BREWER  &  COMPANY,  LTD. 

SHIPPING  COMMISSION 

and 

SUGAR  FACTORS 

Honolulu,  Hawaii 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 
Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 
Phone  MAin  3481 
NEW  ORLEANS 


'AERO' 

CYANAMID 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 


30  ROCKEFELLER  PLAZA 


NEW  YORK 


Amerioaii  Molasses  Go, 
OF  LOUISIANA 

PERE  MARQUETTE  BLDG.        NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  AU  Grades  of  Molasses 

and  Syrups 

Submit  Your  Offerings 

Correspondence   Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 
Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  Inc. 

Plaquemine,   La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal   Income  Tax  Service 
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Unscrewing  the  Inscrutable 

As  this  article  is  written  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  stands  at  the  completion  of  a  grinding 
season  that  has  differed  from  all  the  one  hundred  and  thirty-nine  that  have  preceded  it.  The  differ- 
ence lies  not  in  any  physical  or  mechanical  or  meteorological  features,  for  these  have  been  very 
much  the  same  as  usual.  It  lies  in  the  fact  that  both  the  factories  and  the  cane  growers  have 
operated  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  and  under  agreements,  contracts,  rules  and 
regulations  incident  to  that  Act  and  enforceable  on  us  by  and  through  that  Act.  We  believe 
that,  in  the  main,  all  these  rules  and  regulations  have  been  fair  and  necessary  to  the  success  of 
the  Government's  program,  and  if  they  have  been  tied  up  in  a  lot  of  needless  red  tape  and  com- 
plicated by  a  flood  of  legal  language  that  was  to  be  expected. 

The  outstanding  points  in  the  program  are  three  in  number:  (1)  a  base  production  allot- 
ment for  each  farm;  (2)  a  benefit  payment  per  ton  of  cane  sold,  computed  on  this  base  pro- 
duction; (3)  a  provision  for  the  execution  of  a  trust  indenture  to  insure  the  full  payment  to  the 
cane  grower  of  everything  properly  due  him  by  the  factory.  This  last  is  obviously  to  protect 
the  Government  as  well  as  the  cane  grower,  and  no  one  need  doubt  that  it  is  going  to  be  rigorously 
complied  with.  The  administration  of  all  the  intricate  provisos  of  the  different  contracts  and 
agreements  is  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Marcel  J.  Voorhies,  Special  Representative  here  of  the  United 
States   Secretary   of   Agriculture,   with   the   advice  and  assistance  of  a  local  committee. 

Like  everything  else  in  the  world  the  problem  of  handling  the  new  and  complicated  machin- 
ery has  not  proved  on  close  inspection  to  be  as  difficult  as  was  anticipated.  Chairman  Voorhies 
and  his  committee  have  done  exceedingly  well,  and  have  patiently  worked  their  way  along  from 
day  to  day  and  from  week  to  week  and  from  tangle  to  tangle  until*  now,  with  the  end  of  our  cam- 
paign at  hand,  the  situation  stands  fairly  clear  of  misunderstandings,  mistakes  and  misconceptions 
and,  with  perhaps  a  few  exceptions,  the  cane  growers  in  Louisiana  have  been  led  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  fulfill  all  of  the  requirements  and  carry  out  all  the  essential  acts,  as  prescribed  by  the 
Government,  and  are  in  a  position  to  receive  the  benefit  payments  to  which  the  law  entitles 
them.  They  will  also  receive,  not  later  than  March  1st,  1935,  all  balances  due  them  from  the 
factories  to  which  they  sold  their  cane,  this  being  insured  by  the  deposits  made  by  the  factories 
with  a  Trustee.  This  final  settlement  of  balances  is  not  a  matter  between  the  cane  grower  and 
the  factory.  It  has  been  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  factory  and  is  as  certain  of  adjustment 
as  is  the  benefit  payment  to  be  received  from  the  Government  itself. 

A  little  later  on  we  shall  have  a  better  perspective  of  what  has  occurred.  From  our  present 
standpoint  it  appears  clearly  enough  that  a  way  has  been  found  to  thread  the  maze  of  docu- 
ments, obligations,  conditions  and  provisos  that  appalled  factories  and  cane  growers  alike  at  the 
outset  of  the  campaign,  and  made  many  of  us  feel  that  we  were  about  to  be  lost  in  a  pathless 
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jungle  of  circumlocution.  Probably  this  might 
have  been  so  if  each  man  had  been  left  to  his 
own  devices  but  Mr.  Voorhies  and  his  Com- 
mittee have  blazed  the  way  carefully  and  in- 
telligently and  the  end,  which  is  a  benefit  pay- 
ment check,  is  now  in  sight.  As  the  old  negro 
preacher  said  at  the  conclusion  of  his  sermon: 
"Brudders  and  sisters,  we  has  unscrewed  de 
inscrutable.     Glory  be!" 


Washington  News 


(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 
It  is  highly  pleasing  to  us  here  in  Washington  who 
have  helped  to  develop  a  Louisiana  program,  to  see 
and  feel  the  signed  Contracts  for  Benefit  Payments 
which  are  now  arriving  in  the  Sugar  Section  AAA 
from  the  Louisiana  cane  belt.  Far  more  pleasing, 
naturally,  is  the  knowledge  which  we  now  have  that 
the  first  of  the  checks  for  advance  payments  on  these 
contracts,  have  been  sent  to  Louisiana  and  are  un- 
doubtedly now  in  the  hands  of  the  beneficiaries. 
There  should  be  no  delay  in  the  delivery  of  all  ad- 
vance payment  checks  to  Louisiana  cane  growers. 
The  only  postponements  will  arise  either  from  the 
failure  of  growers  to  sign  contracts  or  from  the  fact 
that  a  contract  has  not  been  properly  executed.  For 
instance  of  those  contracts  already  received  from 
Louisiana  there  is  one  which  has  been  heldup  because 
the  person  who  signed  for  the  grower  did  not  give 


evidence  of  authority  to  sign  or  any  reason  why  the 
grower  did  not  sign  himself.  Since  this  is  a  contract 
between  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the  grower; 
it  is  only  proper  that  the  Secretary  must  have  a  sig- 
nature which  will  be  binding  upon  the  person  who 
receives  the  benefit  payment. 

With  regard  to  the  Louisiana  program  being  now 
actually  under  way  and  checks  being  received,  we 
point  with  pride  to  this  vindication  of  the  judgment 
of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  in  stressing  the 
importance  and  urging  the  advisability  of  co-opera- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  growers  and  processors  in 
Louisiana.  Of  all  the  States  in  the  Union  which  pro- 
duce sugar,  whether  from  cane  or  beet,  the  growers 
of  Louisiana  are  the  first  actually  to  receive  checks. 
We  do  not  advocate  being  subservient  or  yielding 
against  principle  but  the  results  so  far  have  shown 
that  constructive  co-operation  works  out  to  our  ad- 
vantage. 

Cane  for  Syrup  Mills 

We  wish  to  give  some  reassurance  to  growers  who 
deliver  cane  to  syrup  mills  in  the  Louisiana  sugar 
belt.  Although  the  syrup  program  has  not  yet  been 
released,  we  know  that  it  is  being  developed  and  we 
expect  formal  action  in  the  early  part  of  the  year. 
The  syrup  program  has  been  a  very  difficult  one  to 
determine,  but  there  has  always  been  a  recognition  of 
the  fact  that  the  cane  growers  who  deliver  to  syrup 
mills  are  in  the  same  position  relatively  as  cane 
growers  who  deliver  to  sugar  mills.  The  present  plan 
is  to  prepare  a  special  contract  for  cane  growers  who 
deliver  to  syrup  mills  and  to  make  a  complete  set- 
tlement of  benefit  payments  to  these  growers  in  one 
check.  It  is  evident  that  there  will  not  be  nearly  as 
many  complications  in  the  contract  itself  as  has  been 
the  case  with  the  cane  and  beet  contracts.  As  we 
have  stated  before,  the  sugar  program  is  really  the 
major  program  and  takes  precedence.  The  growers 
for  syrup  must  realize  that  it  was  necessary  to  work 
out  the  sugar  program  first  for  the  beet  growers  and 
the  cane  growers  in  the  United  States.  There  should 
now  be  no  great  delay  in  presenting  contracts  for  the 
signature  of  growers  for  syrup  in  Louisiana. 

Consumption   Estimates 

The  whole  sugar  industry  is  anxiously  awaiting  the 
consumption  estimate  for  1935  which  according  to  law 
must  be  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  It 
has  been  disappointing  that  this  consumption  esti- 
mate has  not  already  been  released,  because  it  is  the 
general  opinion  that  a  conservative  estimate  would 
have  the  effect  of  stimulating  a  depressed  market. 
After  all,  the  whole  purpose  of  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  is  to  increase  the  purchasing  power  of 
the  farmer  and  we  submit  that  the  best  way  to  do 
that  on  a  permanent  basis  is  to  stimulate  the  price 
which  the  farmer  receives  for  his  product  to  a  point 
at  least  comparable  with  pre-war  parity.  Immediate- 
ly following  the  announcement  of  the  consumption 
estimate,  it  is  expected  that  the  quotas  for  the  insular 
areas  will  be  made  public,  so  that  sugar  trade  will 
know  what  to  expect.  We  make  this  rather  general 
comment  since  the  January  price  situation  is  of  such 
immediate  interest  to  growers  and  processors  in  Lou- 
isiana because  of  the  large  quantity  of  Louisiana 
sugars  which  are  available  for  marketing  in  January. 

What  Is  "Marketing"? 

The  continental  sugar  areas  have  been  very  much 
interested  in  securing  an  official  definition  of  "mar- 
keting", with  respect  to  Section  8a    (1)    (B)   of  the 
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Jones-Costigan  Act.  The  insular  areas  have  all  com- 
pleted their  quotas  and  it  is  only  the  continental  areas 
which  now  have  sugars  that  can  be  marketed  for 
the  remaining  days  of  the  year.  We  invite  attention 
to  the  fact  that  quotas  in  the  Jones-Costigan  Act 
represent  tons  of  sugar  which  may  be  marketed,  not 
tons  of  sugar  which  may  be  produced.  Hence  the 
importance  of  an  official  definition  of  the  word 
"marketing". 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  the  definition  of 
"marketing"  as  developed  by  the  Sugar  Section  AAA: 

"Marketing  of  sugar  by  the  processor  will  be  con- 
summated when  it  is  delivered  to  railroad  cars  or 
other  conveyances  against  a  bona  fide  sales  contract. 
In  the  case  of  delivery  to  railroad  cars,  the  comple- 
tion of  the  bill  of  lading  shall  furnish  documentary 
evidence  of  delivery  and  in  the  case  of  delivery  by 
conveyance  other  than  railroad  cars,  receipts  showing 
such  delivery  shall  furnish  documentary  evidence  of 
delivery.  At  the  time  of  delivery  the  allotment  of 
the  company  which  processed  the  beets  and  effects 
the  delivery  will  be  charged,  even  though  the  sale  is 
made  for  the  account  of  some  other  party." 

This  definition  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  beet 
processors  who  have  been  given  allotments  for  1934. 
In  addition  to  the  above  definition  we  have  been 
informally  notified  that  deliveries  to  public  ware- 
houses by  processors  may  be  considered  "marketing'' 
where  the  sugar  has  been  sold  to  a  buyer  who  con- 
trols the  removal  of  the  sugar  from  the  warehouse. 
The  warehouse  receipt  would  in  such  a  case  be  con- 
sidered evidence  of  delivery.  It  will  be  noted  that 
the  payment  for  the  sugar  is  not  necessary  for  the 
purposes  of  marketing.  There  need  only  be  a  bona 
fide  contract  of  sale  and  a  delivery,  which  is  in  fact 
a  shipment  against  the  sale.  All  of  the  above  has 
more  of  an  academic  interest  for  Louisiana,  because 
Louisiana  processors  have  no  allotments  for  1934. 
Estimates  Not  Reached 

By  strange  coincidence  the  present  reports  are  that 
all  continental  areas  will  fall  below  estimates  for 
1934-35  production.  In  the  case  of  the  continental 
United  States  beet  area  the  Crop  Reporting  Board 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  states  that  the  pres- 
ent indications  are  for  a  production  31%  less  than 
the  record  crop  of  1933,  which  means  a  beet  sugar 
production  of  about  1,162,000  short  tons,  as  against 
1,642.000  tons  in  1933.  The  reports  from  Florida 
are  that  there  was  a  splitting  freeze  on  December 
11th  which  came  at  the  very  beginning  of  their  grind- 
ing season.  Because  of  inexperience  with  freezes  in 
Florida,  there  have  been  many  conflicting  estimates 
of  what  the  production  will  be.  At  the  very  least 
the  Florida  crop  has  suffered  such  a  loss  as  will 
materially  decrease  the  production  well  below  that 
of  1933-34.  In  the  case  of  Louisiana  we  have  had 
conflicting  reports  ranging  from  190,000  tons  to 
228,000  tons,  but  the  majority  opinion  seems  to  be 
agreed  that  the  actual  production  will  be  less  than 
the  estimated  215.000  tons.  Because  of  the  carry 
over  of  sugar  on  January  1,  1934  it  is  not  expected 
that  these  declines  in  production  will  do  anv  more 
than  level  out  the  surpluses  which  are  usually  car- 
ried over. 

Agreement  Reached   on   Proposed   Three-Year 
Hawaiian  Sugar  Program 

The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  has 
announced  that  after  a  series  of  conferences  with  rep- 


resentatives of  the  Hawaiian  Sugar  Planters  Associa- 
tion, an  agreement  had  been  reached  on  the  principal 
features  which  are  to  be  incorporated  in  a  production 
adjustment  program  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii. 
The  Territory  supplies  the  continental  United  States 
with  approximately  15  percent  of  its  sugar  require- 
ments. A  public  hearing  is  to  be  held  in  Hawaii 
within  the  next  forty-five  days  to  develop  details  of. 
the  contemplated  production  adjustment  program. 

The  proposed  program,  which  will  extend  over  the 
life  of  the  Jones-Costigan  Amendment,  will  provide 
for  benefit  payments  to  those  co-operating  producers 
of  Hawaii  who  agree  to  adjust  their  production  as  is 
contemplated  by  that  Amendment.  Provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  with  respect  to  producers 
and  processors  of  sugar  which  have  been  incorporated 
in  adjustment  programs  in  other  areas  also  are  ex- 
pected to  be  employed. 

The  agreement  between  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture and  the  Hawaiian  Sugar  Producers  affords  the 
basis  for  immediate  consideration  in  Honolulu  of  the 
various  points  heretofore  raised  in  connection  with 
quotas  and  benefit  payments,  with  the  expectation 
that  an  adjustment  agreement  may  be  executed  sat- 
isfactory to  the  Government  and  the  producers,  which 
will  make  possible  the  dismissal  of  the  appeal  from 
the  decree  recently  entered  in  the  pending  litigation. 

The  proposed  program  is  to  be  made  effective 
through  a  production  adjustment  contract  between 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the  Hawaiian  pro- 
ducers. In  this  contract  the  producers  and  processors 
would  agree  to:  (1)  Abide  by  quotas  and  allot- 
ments established  by  the  Secretary;  (2)  adjust  pro- 
duction in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  contract; 
(3)  abide  by  labor  provisions  similar  to  those  in 
domestic  beet  and  cane  adjustment  contracts;  (4)  ad- 
judication by  the  Secretary  of  disputes  arising  in 
connection  with  the  production  and  processing  of 
cane;  (5)  examination  of  books  and  records  by  the 
Secretary. 

It  is  agreed  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  will 
undertake:  (1)  Through  the  Sugar  Section  of  the 
Adjustment  Administration,  to  re-examine  the  data 
upon  which  the  original  quotas  were  fixed,  and  to 
consider  such  new  data  in  readjusting  the  1935  and 
subsequent  quotas,  and  (2)  to  make  minimum  adjust- 
ment payments  to  Hawaiian  producers  for  the  period 
of  the  contract  equal  to  approximately  90  percent 
of  the  full  amount  of  the  processing  tax  on  Hawaiian 
sugar,  less  administrative  expenses. 

It  is  tentatively  estimated  that  the  average  annual 
payments  to  Hawaiian  sugar  cane  growers  will  be  not 
less  than  $8,500,000. 

Representatives  of  the  Hawaiian  Sugar  Planters' 
Association  in  the  conferences  with  Adjustment  Ad- 
ministration officials  were  John  Waterhouse,  presi- 
dent, and  John  Russell. 

John  Snyder 

It  was  with  sincere  regret  that  we  learned  of  the 
passing  on  of  the  Honorable  John  Snyder,  Legal 
Counsel  of  the  Hershey  Corporation.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  throughout  our  stay  in  Washington  repre- 
senting continental  sugar  interests,  we  always  found 
ourselves  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Snyder.  Yet  so  ereat 
was  his  personality  and  so  marked  was  his  abilitv. 
that  we  always  have  felt  for  him  a  high  regard  and 
respect,  free  from  the  antagonisms  that  sometimes 
unnoticed    creep    between    opponents.      It    is    seldom 
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that  so  charming  a  personality  and  so  practical  an 
intellect  are  joined  together  in  one  person.  We  shall 
ever  remember  the  disarming  way  in  which  Mr.  Sny- 
der appeared  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee, 
in  the  face  of  belligerent  Senators  unfriendly  to  his 
cause,  which  was  that  of  Cuba  and  free  trade.  He 
turned  aside  their  sharp  thrusts  with  condescension 
(something  which  always  affects  pleasantly  a  United 
States  Senator).  His  wit  was  instant  and  appropri-* 
ate,  always  effective  in  creating  a  better  atmos- 
phere. Withal  he  never  failed,  even  in  repartee  and 
anecdote,  to  bring  out  impressively  the  point  that 
he  wished  to  stress.  He  was  in  every  sense  a  gen- 
tleman and  one  of  the  few  men  we  have  met  truly 
worthy  to  be  called  respectfully  "a  Philadelphia 
lawyer". 

Will  Offer  Adjustment  Contract 
to  Philippine  Sugar  Producers 

(Official  Release  of  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture.) 

Secretary  Wallace  has  approved  the  sugar  cane  pro- 
duction adjustment  contract  under  which  planters  in 
the  Philippine  Islands  will  be  offered  payments  ag- 
gregating approximately  $14,000,000  in  consideration 
for  reducing  their  production  of  sugar  for  the  next 
two  crops,  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration 
announced  recently. 

The  Philippine  program  is  the  first  of  the  programs 
for  sugar  to  be  applied  to  off-shore  areas,  and  is  a 
major  step  in  the  general  adjustment  of  sugar  sup- 
plies to  requirements.  The  funds  to  finance  the  pay- 
ments to  producers  participating  in  the  program  will 
be  derived  from  processing  taxes  on  sugar  from  the 
Philippines. 

Reduction  in  Philippine  sugar  production  has  been 
made  necessary  by  the  quotas  established  for  sugar 
importations  in  the  United  States  from  the  insular 
areas  and  foreign  countries  under  the  authority  of 
the  Jones-Costigan  amendment  to  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act. 

The  1933-34  record  sugar  crop  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  was  about  400,000  tons  in  excess  of  the  local 
consumption  of  the  Islands  plus  the  quota  for  ship- 
ment to  the  United  States  of  1,015,185  tons  estab- 
lished by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  June,  1934. 
This  quantity  of  400,000  tons  has  been  shipped  to  the 
United  States  to  be  held  in  customs  custody  for  re- 
lease on  and  after  January  1,  1935,  against  the  1935 
quota  and  thereafter  only  615,000  tons  of  new  crop 
Phillippine  sugar  can  enter  the  United  States  for 
consumption  in  1935  to  complete  the  1935  quota. 

The  production  adjustment  contract  for  the  Philip- 
pines is  therefore  designed  to  reduce  the  1934-35  crop, 
which,  without  restriction,  would  have  been  approxi- 
mately 1,550,000  tons  of  sugar,  to  approximately 
827,000  tons,  which  total  will  allow  112,000  tons  for 
insular  domestic  consumption  for  the  coming  year, 
provide  a  reserve  of  approximately  100,000  tons,  and 
allow  shipments  in  1935  to  the  continental  United 
States  of  approximately  615,000  tons. 

At  the  same  time,  assuming  that  the  1936  quota 
and  insular  domestic'  consumption  will  be  the  same, 
planters  in  the  Islands  will  be  able  to  produce  a  crop 
for  1935-36  of  approximately  1,127,000  tons,  this  total 
including   112,000  tons  for  insular  consumption. 


Adjustment  Administration  officials  pointed  out 
that  although  the  proposed  reduction  may  be  regarded 
as  drastic,  it  is  an  adjustment  which  Philippine  plant- 
ers would  necessarily  have  to  effect  under  the  Tyd- 
ings-McDuffie  Act,  also  known  as  the  Philippine 
Independence  Act.  When  it  becomes  effective  the 
Tydings-McDuffie  Act  will  limit  their  duty-free  ex- 
ports of  sugar  to  the  United  States  to  about  956,000 
short  tons  annually.  Through  cooperation  in  the 
adjustment  program  now  being  offered  them,  Philip- 
pine planters  because  of  the  benefit  payments  will 
be  able  to  make  the  transition  to  the  lower  level  of 
production  required  by  the  Philippine  Independence 
Act. 

The  exact  amount  of  payments  per  ton  of  cane  to 
be  received  by  producers  for  the  cane  that  is  taken 
off  the  market  has  not  been  determined,  but  it  is 
expected  that  the  payments  for  sugar  cane  kept  from 
production  will  be  on  the  basis  of  $16  to  $18  a  short 
ton  of  sugar.  The  payments  will  be  based  upon  the 
difference  between  the  amount  of  sugar  allotted  to 
producers  for  production  from  the  1934-35  crop,  and 
the  amount  of  sugar  they  produced  in  1933-34. 

Approval  of  the  production-adjustment  contract 
supplements  steps  already  taken  to  bring  about  ad- 
justment in  the  Philippine  production.  A  market- 
ing agreement  designed  to  correlate  the  marketing 
of  the  sugar  with  controlled  production  has  already 
been  tentatively  approved  by  Secretary  Wallace  and 
forwarded  to  the  Philippine  millers,  refiners,  and 
handlers  for  their  signature.  This  agreement  pro- 
vides among  other  things  for  withholding  new-crop 
sugar  shipments  from  the  Islands  until  the  first  of  the 
year.  To  supplement  the  Jones-Costigan  amendment 
to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  the  Philippine 
Legislature  has  approved  a  Sugar  Limitation  Law 
which  needs  only  the  signature  of  the  Governor- 
General  of  the  Islands  to  become  effective. 

In  return  for  receiving  benefit  payments,  each 
planter  signing  the  contract  agrees,  among  other 
things:  (1)  To  dispose  of  all  of  his  sugar  cane,  in 
excess  of  the  amount  required  to  produce  his  sugar 
allotment  for  the  crop  year  1934-35,  in  a  manner 
approved  by  the  Secretary;  (2)  to  satisfy  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  that  he  has 
reduced  his  sugar  cane  to  the  point  necessary  to 
produce  his  sugar  requirements  for  the  year  1935-36; 
(3)  not  to  mill  or  sell  for  milling  any  sugar  cane  in 
excess  of  the  amount  required  to  produce  his  allot- 
ment; (4)  not  to  sell,  transfer,  or  assign  his  right  to 
benefit  payments  under  the  contract;  (5)  not  to 
plant  on  sugar  cane  land  on  which  benefit  payments 
have  been  made,  any  basic  commodity  other  than 
for  home  consumption;  (6)  to  comply  with  regula- 
tions made  on  sugar  production  and  marketing. 

Benefit  payments  are  to  be  made  to  planters  in 
three  installments.  The  first,  to  be  paid  as  soon  as 
possible,  is  to  be  equal  to  one-third  of  the  total  bene- 
fit payment.  The  second  installment  is  to  be  in  an 
amount  equal  to  one-half  of  the  total  benefit  pay- 
ment and  is  to  be  paid  after  proof  has  been  submit- 
ted that  the  planter  has  disposed  of  a  reasonable 
portion  of  this  excess  cane  in  the  manner  prescribed. 
The  third  and  final  installment,  which  is  to  be  the 
balance  of  the  benefit  payment,  is  to  be  paid  when 
the  planter  has  submitted  proof  of  full  compliance 
with  all  the  terms  of  the  contract. 


January  1,  1935 


THE    SUGAR    BULLETIN 


Philippine   Sugar    Limitation   Law 

Sets  Up  Machinery  For 

A.A.A.  Program 

{Release  by  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration) 

Washington,  December  17,  1934. 

Creation  in  the  Philippine  Islands  of  a  United 
States  Sugar  Authority  and  other  administrative  ma- 
chinery necessary  for  carrying  out  the  sugar  program 
of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  in 
the  Philippines  has  been  provided  for  in  the  Sugar 
Limitation  Law  recently  enacted  by  the  Philippine 
legislature. 

The  law  will  make  it  possible  for  Philippine  sugar 
producers  to  share  in  the  benefits  of  the  general  sugar 
program  of  the  Adjustment  Administration.  It  is  to 
be  in  effect  for  three  crop  years,  beginning  with  the 
1934-35  crop. 

The  law  provides  for  the  limitation,  regulation,  and 
allotment  of  sugar  produced  in  the  Philippine  Islands 
and  for  its  processing  and  marketing.  It  was  enacted 
as  emergency  legislation,  the  Legislature  declaring 
that  the  production  of  sugar  in  the  Philippine  Islands 
had  reached  such  a  degree  of  development  that  un- 
less some  regulation  and  restriction  were  undertaken, 
a  huge  surplus  of  unmarketable  sugar  would  inevit- 
ably result,  and  seriously  menace  the  existence  of  the 
sugar  industry  in  the  Islands. 

The  rapid  development  of  Philippine  sugar  pro- 
duction is  indicated  by  the  increase  from  417,000  tons 
in  the  1923-24  crop  season  to  1,571.000  tons  in  1933- 
34.      The    import   quota   for    the    Philippines    for    the 
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current  calendar  year,  as  determined  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  under  the  provisions  of  the  Jones- 
Costigan  Act,  is   1,015,185  tons. 

Under  the  Philippine  law,  production  of  sugar  in 
the  Islands  is  limited  to  the  amount  which  can  be 
shipped  to  the  United  States,  consumed  domestically, 
or  which  may  be  determined  necessary  as  reserves. 
Such  production  must  be  licensed  and  the  Governor- 
General  is  directed  to  announce  by  proclamation  the 
total  amount  of  sugar  which  shall  be  produced  from 
each  crop,  beginning  with  the   1934-35  crop. 

The  declared  policy  of  the  Legislature  as  set  forth 
in  the  Act  is:  "First,  to  limit  the  production  of 
sugarcane  and  sugar  in  the  Philippine  Islands  to 
such  an  amount  as  would  be  sufficient  to  cover  the 
quota  allotment  to  the  Philippines  under  the  United 
States  laws  and  the  needs  of  the  local  consumption, 
plus  such  reserves  as  may  be  determined  from  time 
to  time  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

"Second,  to  recognize  the  United  States  sugar  au- 
thority in  the  Philippine  Islands  for  the  control  and 
allotment  of  sugar  to  be  transported  to,  processed  in, 
and  marketed  in  continental  United  States  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  seeking  to  effectuate  the 
same,  and  to  harmonize  the  laws  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  with  those  of  the  United  States  insofar  as 
they  affect  production,  manufacture  and  marketing 
of  sugarcane  and  sugar  produced  in  the  Philippine 
Islands. 

"Third,  to  allot  among  mills  and  plantation  owners 
the  quantity  of  sugar  which  may  be  produced  and 
marketed  for  direct  consumption  or  held  for  reserve 
in  the  Philippine  Islands,  and,  to  make  such  alloca- 
tion in  such  a  way  as  to  offset  and  ameliorate  hard- 
ships and  inequalities  that  may  result  from  alloca- 
tions made  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States." 

The  Act  classes  all  sugar  produced  in  the  Islands 
as  "A",  "AA'/,  "B",  and  "C"  sugar.  "A"  sugar  con- 
sists of  centrifugal  sugar  manufactured  in  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  which  is  permitted  to  be  transported  to, 
processed  in,  or  marketed  in  continental  United  States. 
"AA"  sugar  is  refined  sugar  manufactured  in  the 
Islands  which  is  permitted  to  be  transported  to,  pro- 
cessed in,  or  marketed  in  continental  United   States. 
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"B"  sugar  is  centrifugal  sugar  manufactured  in  the 
Islands  for  consumption  within  the  Islands.  "C" 
sugar  is  centrifugal  sugar  which  may  be  used  as 
emergency  reserve  to  make  up  any  deficiency  in  "A" 
sugar  or  "B"  sugar  or  for  marketing  elsewhere  than 
in  the  United  States  or  the  Philippine  Islands. 

Total  sugar  production  is  limited  to  (1)  total  "A" 
and  "AA"  sugar  allowed  to  enter  the  United  States 
under  the  quota,  plus  (2)  such  "B"  sugar  determined 
necessary  for  Philippine  consumption,  plus  (3)  "C" 
sugar  equivalent  to  10  percent  of  (1)  and  (2)  or 
100,000  short  tons,  whichever  is  greater.  This  last 
item  may  include  stocks  of  "C"  sugar  on  hand. 

The  United  States  Sugar  Authority  is  to  be  com- 
prised of  the  Governor-General  of  the  Islands  and 
such  officials  of  the  United  States  or  the  Philippine 
Islands  as  he  may  designate.  The  Sugar  Authority 
is  to  allocate  "A"  and  "AA"  sugar  among  sugar  plan- 
tation owners,  sugar  mills,  and  refining  plants,  and 
the  Governor-General  is  to  allot  among  planters  the 
total  amount  of  "B"  and  "C"  sugar  to  be  manufac- 
tured each  year. 

A  New  Firm 

Mr.  Charles  Wiggin,  Sr.,  well  known  Louisiana 
sugar  machinery  expert,  has  announced  the  forma- 
tion of  a  business  partnership  with  his  son,  Charles 
Wiggin,  Jr.,  and  in  the  future  the  activities  of  Messrs. 
Wiggin,  Sr.  and  Wiggin,  Jr.,  will  be  for  the  firm  of 
Charles  Wiggin  &  Son,  with  offices  located  at  329 
Baiter  Building,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana.  The  Wig- 
gins are  so  well  known  among  the  Louisiana  sugar 
planting  fraternity  that  we  will  not  attempt  to  intro- 
duce them  further.  The  Sugar  Bulletin  wishes  both 
father  and  son  success. 

F.  D.  Richey  Named  Chief  of 
Bureau  of  Plant  Industry 

Secretary  of  Agriculture  Henry  A.  Wallace  has  an- 
nounced the  appointment  of  Frederick  D.  Richey  as 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  vice  Knowles 
A.  Ryerson.  Mr.  Ryerson  will  resume  his  earlier  work 
with  citrus  fruits,  avocados,  dates,  papayas,  mangos 
and  other  tropical  fruits,  heading  a  section  of  Sub- 
tropical Horticulture  in  the  Department.  Mr.  Richey 
who  succeeds  Mr.  Ryerson  has  been  in  the  Bureau  of 
Plant  Industry  for  more  than  23  years,  having  been 
in  the  Division  of  Cereal  Crops  and  Diseases  until 
January  1  of  this  year  when  he  was  appointed  Asso- 
ciate Chief  of  the  Bureau,  which  he  now  heads. 
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AERO 
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CANE    FERTILIZER 


It  supplies  a  high  percentage  of  available  nitrogen 
It  sweetens  the  soil  and  destroys  soil  acids 
It  holds  fast  to  the  soil,  and  is  not  washed  out  by  rains 
It  helps  to  free  the  soil  of  weeds  and  disease  organisms 
It  has  the  best  residual  effect  of  any  nitrogen  carrier 

Aero  Cyanamid  has  proved  its  efficiency  as  a  source  of 
nitrogen  not  only  for  cane  but  for  corn,  cotton,  bats, 
vegetables,  and  other  crops.  Its  field  performance  has  gained 
for  it  an  enviable  reputation  in  the  Louisiana  cane  belt. 

For  prices,  shipping  instructions,  and  other  information, 
write  or  phone  our  representative,  H,  R.  Kelly, 
542  St.  Peter  Street,  New  Orleans,  La.  Phone  Main  5174. 

AMERICAN    CYANAMID    COMPANY 

Manufacturers  of  Aero  Cyanamid  and  Ammo-Phos 
30  Rockefeller  Plaza  NEW  YORK,  N.  Y. 


Cyanamid  is  NITROGEN  plus  LIME 
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Louisiana  Raws  Now  Tenderable  on  Future  Contracts 


The  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange,  on  which  future  trading  in  sugar  is  conducted, 
has  always  required  that  Cuban  raw  sugar  in  bond  be  delivered  on  contracts,  no  other  raw  sugar 
being  accepted.  This  exclusiveness  resulted  on  December  20th,  1934  in  the  suspension  of  trad- 
ing in  sugar  futures,  because  of  the  inability  of  the  short  interest  to  get  any  Cuban  raw  sugar  to 
fulfill  their  agreements.  At  that  time  plenty  of  Louisiana  raw  sugar  was  being  offered  for  sale, 
the  offers  being  in  excess  of  the  capacity  of  the  market  to  absorb  them.  This  Louisiana  raw 
sugar,  however,  although  admittedly  much  better  in  quality  than  Cuban  raw  sugar,  was  not 
tenderable  under  the  rules  of  the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  and  the  shorts  suf- 
fered a  painful  squeeze,  trading  was  suspended  and  an  Adjudication  Committee  had  to  be 
appointed  to  settle  the  differences  and  start  things  going  again.  All  this  was  the  outcome  of  the 
narrow  policy  of  recognizing  only  Cuban  raws,  against  which  rule  various  ineffective  protests 
have  been  lodged  from  time  to  time  during  the  past  few  years.  So  much  ill  feeling  was  engen- 
dered by  the  squeeze  that  a  movement  was  started  to  have  the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Ex- 
change investigated  by  Congress  or  by  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration. 

As  a  result  of  this  bitter  lesson  in  the  school  of  experience  the  members  of  the  New  York 
Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  have  now  adopted  a  new  contract  for  future  trading  in  sugar,  under 
which  raw  sugar  from  the  Continental  United  States  (which  means  Louisiana)  Puerto  Rico, 
Hawaii  and  the  Philippines  is  deliverable.  The  old  contract  under  which  only  Cuban  raws  are 
deliverable  will   also  be  continued   in  case  anybody  wants  to  use  it. 

It  is  stated  that,  under  the  quota  system  now  prevalent,  sugar  must  always  be  available 
to  meet  consumption  and  the  new  contract  contains  a  proviso  expressing  this  restriction  on 
deliveries.  The  new  contract  will  cover  trading  beginning  with  March  1935  sugars  and  open 
contracts  that  were  made  prior  to  the  end  of  the  year  1934  on  the  old  basis  can  be  transferred 
to  the  new  basis. 

All  of  this  looks  like  a  more  liberal  spirit  and  a  wider  vision  have  blossomed  into  flower. 
Raw  sugar,  in  the  significance  of  the  trade  name  thus  applied,  is  technically  the  same  article 
whether  it  is  made  in  Cuba  or  Puerto  Rico  or  Hawaii  or  the  Philippines  or  Louisiana.  It  is  sold 
to  actual  buyers  on  its  test  and  not  on  its  origin  and  it  is  difficult  to  reconcile  with  reason  the 
exclusive   eligibility   hitherto   conferred   on   Cuban  raws  by  the  future  traders. 

The  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  is  to  be  congratulated  on  its  change  of  base. 
If  it  took  a  catastrophe  to  bring  it  about  we  may  sympathize  with  the  victims  but  still  be  glad 
of  the  occurrence. 
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Raw  Sugars  for  Mules 


Mr.  C.  C.  Mattingly,  of  Thibodaux,  Louisiana, 
whose  information  about  mules  is  pontifical,  writes 
us  that  he  has  been  feeding  these  animals  on  raw 
sugar  along  with  oats  and  bran,  and  finds  that  it  is 
a  food  on  which  they  fatten  very  rapidly.  This,  he 
says,  is  especially  so  of  mules  that  have  been  sick 
with  colds  and  shipping  fever.  The  proportion  of 
raw  sugar,  used  in  conjunction  with  the  other  foods, 
mentioned  above,  is  about  10%. 

The  raw  sugar  thus  used  may  regard  the  whole 
procedure  as  a  ghastiy  insult  to  its  pride  of  place 
in  the  category  of  foods.  Having  been  called  Crys- 
tallized Sunshine  and  other  glittering  names  so  often, 
sugar,  even  raw  sugar,  probably  feels  a  bit  flabber- 
gasted when  it  finds  itself  inside  of  a  mule.  Be  that  as 
it  may,  it  is  nevertheless  a  fact  that  it  is  a  far  bet- 
ter mule  feed  than  molasses  and  costs  very  little 
more  than  oats  or  corn  per  ton.  We  have  that  on 
the  word  of  Mr.  Mattingly. 

Noblesse  oblige.  Sugar  fed  to  mules  may  console 
itself  with  the  reflection  that  these  are  sorry  times 
for  all  the  elegantia. 


Hurry  Up  the  Contracts 

Our  Washington  Office  urges  that  every  effort  be 
made  to  get  all  the  Sugar  Cane  Production  Adjust- 
ment Contracts — popularly  known  as  Benefit  Pay- 
ment Contracts — into  the  hands  of  the  Sugar  Section 
in  Washington  as  quickly  as  possible.  The  Sugar 
Section  now  has  all  its  machinery  organized  for  the 
prompt  issuance  of  checks  to  cane  growers  on  all, 
these  contracts  that  are  filed  with  it  in  correct  form 
and  plans  to  get  them  all  paid  and  out  of  the  way 
before  the  influx  of  sugar  beet  contracts  which  will  be 
much  more  numerous  than  our  Louisiana  cane  con- 
tracts. It  is  obvious  that  it  is  highly  desirable  to 
get  all  our  Louisiana  contracts  filed  and  paid  before 
the  beet  contracts  come  on  the  stage  and  occupy  the 
time  of  the  supervisors,  checkers  and  clerical   force. 

All  Louisiana  cane  growers  who  have  filed  their 
contracts  with  the  Chairman  of  their  Parish  Com- 
mittee should  inquire  of  him  without  delay  whether 
their  contracts  have  been  forwarded  to  Washington. 
If  they  are  being  held  up  in  Louisiana  for  any  reason 
the  hitch  should  be  immediately  straightened  out,  if 
possible,  and  the  contracts  sent  on  their  way.  About 
ten  days  ago  hardly  more  than  half  the  Louisiana 
contracts  had  reached  Washington. 

The  payment  of  the  initial  one  dollar  per  ton 
quickly  means  so  much  to  the  Louisiana  sugar  dis- 
trict that  it  seems  needless  for  us  to  urge,  as  we  are 
now  doing,  that  a  hurry  up  policy  be  pursued  in  get- 
ting the  contracts  in  the  hands  of  the  officials  of  the 
Sugar  Section,  but  at  the  time  that  our  Washington 
Office  urged  haste  so  small  a  percentage  of  them  had 
actually  got  to  Washington  that  the  situation  was 
assuming  a  serious  aspect  because  of  the  disadvantage 
of  a  delay  that  would  permit  contracts  from  other 
sections  to  engage  the  attention  of  the  officers  of 
the  Sugar  Section  all  of  whom  stand  ready,  right 
now,  to  rush  the  Louisiana  payments  through  to  com- 
pletion. 

So  look  into  the  matter  and  make  sure  that  your 
papers  have  actually  gone  to  Washington  and  are  not 
still  in  Louisiana  waiting  for  some  correction  to  be 
made  in  them.       

Processing  Tax  Payments 

Under  present  regulations  the  processors  of  direct 
consumption  sugar  in  Louisiana  are  allowed  60  days 
extension  on  the  payment  of  the  processing  tax.  This 
extension  may  be  repeated,  on  application,  for  an- 
other 60  days  and  then,  on  further  application,  re- 
peated for  still  another  60  days,  making  180  days 
altogether.  At  the  time  of  each  application  there 
are  certain  more  or  less  burdensome  formalities  to 
be  complied  with. 

The  Internal  Revenue  Department  has  agreed  to 
allow  a  full  180  day  extension  to  the  beet  sugar  pro- 
cessors, on  one  application,  provided  the  processor 
pays  the  tax  each  30  days  on  the  amount  of  sugar 
sold  during  the  preceding  month.  Any  Louisiana 
processor  of  direct  consumption  sugar  desiring  a 
similar  arrangement  should  take  the  matter  up  with 
the  Collector  of  Internal  Revenue  at  New  Orleans 
and  at  the  same  time  it  will  be  advisable  to  notify 
the  Washington  office  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League  in  order  that  some  idea  may  be  had  as  to 
the  extent  of  such  applications.  If  this  notice  comes 
too  late  to  be  of  much  use  this  year  it  should  be  borne 
in  mind  for  next  year. 
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Types  of  Mosaic  on  Sugar  Cane 
in  Louisiana 

{By  Eaton  M.  Summers  of  the  Division  of  Sugar 
Plant  Investigations,  U.  S.  Department  of 
of  Agriculture*  Houma,  La.) 
Many  variations  and  types  of  sugar-cane  mosaic 
symptoms  have  been  described  and  illustrated  in 
the  literature.  To  the  writer's  knowledge  proof  has 
been  lacking  that  such  represented  other  than  dif- 
ferences ascribable  to  varietal  reaction  or  environ- 
mental conditions  influencing  the  manifestations  of  a 
single  causative  agent.  However,  Yoder2  and  Tims 
and  Edgerton3  have  noted  unusual  behavior  of  the 
disease  that  suggested  a  difference  in  cause,  although 
definite  separation  of  strains  was  not  reported.  In 
1932,  the  writer  found  two  widely  divergent  types 
of  mosaic  symptoms,  (1)  mild  and  (2)  severe,  occur- 
ring naturally  on  adjacent  stools  of  a  single  seedling 
variety,  C.  P.  28/60,  in  the  nursery  plantings  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  at  Houma, 
La.  In  1933,  2  additional  types  (Nos.  3  and  4)  were 
collected  in  commercial  fields  of  Co.  281.  All  4 
types  have  persisted  without  apparent  change  through 
successive  vegetative  propagations  of  the  infected 
plants. 

In  order  to  determine  whether  these  4  types  rep- 
resent merely  differences  in  host  expression  or  actual 
differences  in  the  causative  agent,  or  agents,  4  inocu- 
lation experiments  employing  the  needle-prick  method 
were  conducted  in  an  insect-proof  greenhouse.  Usu- 
ally a  high  percentage  of  disease  transmission  was 
obtained.  Parallel  controls,  without  exception,  _  re- 
mained symptom-free.  The  results  may  be  briefly 
summarized  as  follows:  The  4  distinct  mosaic  pat- 
terns were  readily  perpetuated  on  the  original  differ- 
ential varieties.  (C.  P.  28/60  and  Co.  281)  by 
transfer  of  inoculum  from  diseased  to  healthy  plants 
of  the  same  variety.  All  types  were  then  inoculated 
separately  into  parallel  groups  of  healthy  plants  of 
Co.  281,  Louisiana  Purple,  and  the  P.  O.  J.  num- 
bers 36-M,  213,  and  234.  On  these  varieties  types 
1,  2,  and  4  were  not  differentiated  but  gave  only  in- 
distinguishable mosaic  symptoms  that  were  _  typical 
of  the  disease  as  it  occurs  on  each  variety  in  com- 
mercial fields.  Type  3,  however,  reproduced  on  all 
these  varieties  its  distinctive  yellowish-white  stripes 
that  had  not  previously  been  encountered  except  on 
occasional  collections  of  Co.  281.  Inoculum  extracted 
separately  from  the  3  groups  of  Louisiana  Purple 
(and  later  other  varieties)  showing  identical  symp- 
toms as  well  as  from  the  type-3  plants  and  intro- 
duced into  healthy  groups  of  C.  P.  28/60  and  Louisi- 
ana Purple  invariably  reproduced  in  typical  pattern 
types  1,  2,  and  3  on  C.  P.  28/60.  Type  4,#  while 
indistinguishable  from  type  3  on  this  variety,  invari- 
ably produced  the  ordinary  pattern  on  Louisiana  Pur- 
ple in  contrast  with  the  severe  symptoms  of  type  3. 
Preliminary  tests  with  inoculum  mixtures  failed  to 
reproduce  type  3  from  any  combination  of  the  re- 
maining types. 

From  the  consistency  with  which  the  4  types  of 
symptoms  have  been  reproduced  in  these  experi- 
ments, a  difference  in  causative  agent,  or  agents, 
would  seem  to  be  indicated  as  nearly  as  can  be 
predicted  on  symptomatology.  Possibly  these  type?, 
are  the  expression  of  individual  strains  or  temporary 


modifications  of  a  single  virus,  or  they  may  repre- 
sent distinct  virus  diseases.  In  either  case  it  is  recog- 
nized that  they  may  be  further  resolved  by  the  dis- 
covery of  additional  differentiating  hosts.  The  types 
may  be  tentatively  described  as  they  occur  on  1  to 
4-months-old   plants,   as   follows: 

Type  1  is  characterized  by  a  slight  mottling  with 
very  little  chlorosis  and  no  noticeable  stunting  of 
C.  P.  28/60  and  by  the  production  of  ordinary  (typi- 
cal for  the  variety)  mosaic  symptoms  on  Louisiana 
Purple,  Co.  281,  P.  O.  J.  36-M,  P.  O.  J.  213,  and 
P.  O.  J.  234. 

Type  2  appears  as  a  severe  mottling  with  large 
chlorotic  areas,  a  varying  extent  of  necrosis,  and 
marked  stunting  of  C.  P.  28/60  and  only  ordinary 
mosaic  symptoms  as  in  type  1  on  the  other  varieties. 

Type  3  first  becomes  evident  on  C.  P.  28/60  by 
the  development  of  elongated,  almost  white  blotches 
or  islands,  some  of  which  later  coalesce  into  long, 
yellowish  white  streaks,  often  running  the  full 
length  of  the  older  leaves.  The  streaks  may  follow 
the  midrib,  and  are  frequently  accompanied  by  necro- 
sis, sometimes  so  severe  as  to  produce  temporary 
blighting,  and  sometimes  death,  of  the  growing  point. 
Severe  symptoms  similar  to  the  above  appear  also 
on  Louisiana  Purple  and  the  four  other  varieties. 

Type  4  on  C.  P.  28/60  is  identical  in  appearance 
with  type  3,  but  in  common  with  types  1  and  2, 
manifests  only  ordinary  mosaic  symptoms  on  the  five 
other  varieties. 

Thus  far,  type  1  has  been  obtained  only  from  4 
C.  P.  seedlings;  types  2  and  4  quite  frequently  from 
Co.  281,  and  type  4  from  all  specimens  of  P.  O.  J. 
213  thus  far  collected  and  tested.  Type  3  is  appar- 
ently very  limited  in  distribution.  However,  more 
extensive  surveys  of  commercial  varieties  and  fields, 
and  inoculation  tests  now  in  progress  should  throw 
more  light  on  type  distribution,  varietal  susceptibility, 
and  economic  importance  as  well  as  the  phenomenon 
of  recovery  on  which  many  conflicting  (unpublished) 
data  have  been  accumulated. 


lrThe  writer  is  indebted  to  Dr.  R.  D.  Rands  for  valuable 
advice    during    the    progress    of   this    study. 

2Yoder,  P.  A.  Rare  eases  of  mosaic  disease  in  high  resist- 
and  varieties  of  sugar  cane.  U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Dept.  Cire.  392. 
1926. 

3Tims,  E.  C,  and  C.  W.  Edgerton.  Behavior  of  mosaic  in 
certain  sugar-cane  varieties  in  Louisiana.  (Abst.)  Phytopath. 
22 :  27.     1932. 

'Reprinted    from    Phytopathology. 


The  Crucial  Index 


The  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  through 
the  Crop  Reporting  Board  has  announced  that  the 
Index  for  prices  paid  by  farmers  in  December  is  126. 
As  reported  before  in  the  Bulletin  the  Index  has  been 
126  for  several  months.  It  has  not  yet  been  deter- 
mined whether  the  current  monthly  Index  or  an 
average  Index  for  several  months  is  to  be  used  when 
computing  the  final  benefit  payment  that  is  to  be 
made  to  cane  and  beet  growers  under  the  Jones- 
Costigan  Act. 

However,  there  is  some  encouragement  for  the 
grower  who  is  to  receive  benefit  payments  in  the 
knowledge  that  the  Index  is  being  maintained  in 
recent  months,  instead  of  being  lowered,  so  that  if 
the  period  of  the  grinding  season,  or  of  the  sugar 
selling  season,  or  of  the  current  month  is  used,  the 
Index  will  in  each  case  be  126. 
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AAA  Outlines  Procedure  for  Entry 
of  Sugar  After  January  1 

(Official  Release  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration) 

The  procedure  to  be  followed  by  importers  of  for- 
eign sugars,  and  recipients  of  sugar  from  the  United 
States  insular  areas,  in  admitting  sugars  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  after  January  1,  1935 
was  outlined  December  31,  1934,  by  the  Sugar  Sec- 
tion of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration. 

Until  further  notice,  Collectors  of  Customs  may 
admit  sugars  when  interested  parties  have  filled  out 
Customs  Form  SS-3,  which  is  an  application  and 
affidavit  for  entry  of  sugar.  This  application  is 
required  by  General  Sugar  Regulations,  Series  1,  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  and  is 
to  be  deposited  with  the  Collector  of  the  Customs, 
who  will  forward  a  copy  to  the  Sugar  Section. 

Except  for  raw  sugars  intended  for  direct  consump- 
tion and  not  for  further  processing,  and  sugars  which 
pay  the  full  tariff,  the  Sugar  Section  will  not  certify 
to  Collectors  of  Customs  that  the  sugars  to  be  ad- 
mitted are  within  quotas  established  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  until  later  in  the  year  as  the  quotas 
near  completion.  The  quotas  for  raw  sugars  and 
full-duty  sugars  are  relatively  small. 

The  sugar  regulations  provide  that  processors,  han- 
dlers of  sugars,  and  others  are  forbidden  from  im- 
porting or  bringing  into,  transporting  to,  or  receiving 
in  continental  United  States  sugar  produced  in  any 
area  outside  of  the  continental  United  States  except 
through  customs  ports  of  entry.  Collectors  of  Cus- 
toms are  not  permitted  to  allow  sugar  to  enter 
continental  United  States  until  they  receive  proof  as 
to  the  area  in  which  the  sugar  was  produced,  the 
port  from  which  shipped,  the  names  of  the  consignor, 
consignee,  shipper,  and  owner,  the  purpose  for  which 
the  sugar  is  brought  into  the  United  States,  and 
other  information. 

The  Freeze  in  Florida 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 

Numerous  inquiries  have  been  made  about  the  ef- 
fect of  the  freeze  on  the  Florida  sugar  cane  crop. 
There  has  been  a  natural  hesitancy  on  the  part  of 
scientists  and  observers  to  forecast  the  effects  of  the 
freeze  in  Florida,  because  they  have  had  no  expe- 
rience with  frozen  cane  on  a  large  scale  in  that  State. 
The  first  estimates  of  damage  reached  as  high  as 
70%  loss,  but  this  was  evidently  grossly  in  error, 
since  both  factories  are  still  grinding  cane  although 
it  is  now  one  month  since  the  freeze  occurred.  The 
outlook,  therefore,  is  that  no  one  will  have  accurate 
or  definite  information  with  regard  to  the  total  pro- 
duction of  Florida  for  the  1934-1935  season,  until  the 
factories  are  forced  to  cease  operations. 

In  the  meantime  the  guess  has  been  hazarded  that 
the  Florida  production  will  reach  approximately 
30,000  short  tons  raw  value.  Willett  &  Gray  in  their 
annual  report  just  published  estimate  the  Florida 
crop  at  27,000  long  tons. 

We  are  unable  to  secure  official  estimates  from 
the  Crop  Reporting  Board  of  the  Department  of  Ag- 
riculture. Nobody  seems  to  want  to  "get  his  neck 
out"  on  account  of  the  fact  that  a  freeze  in  Florida 
being  "unusual"  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  the 
results  of  the  freeze  will  be  likewise  "unusual." 


International  Society  of  Sugar  Cane 
Technologists 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  is  in  receipt  of 
the  following  letter  from  the  Premier  of  Queensland, 
Australia: 

BRISBANE,    16th  November,  1934. 
American  Sugar  Cane  League, 

407,  Carondelet  Street, 
New  Orleans,  La., 
U.  S.  A. 
Dear  Sirs, 

I  desire  to  inform  you  that  the  Fourth  Triennial  Con- 
ference of  the  International  Society  of  Sugar  Cane  Tech- 
nologists held  at  Porto  Rico  in  1932  decided  to  accept  the 
invitation  of  the  Government  of  Queensland,  on  behalf 
of  the  Queensland  Society  of  Sugar  Cane  Technologists, 
the  Australian  Sugar  Producers'  Association  and  the 
Queensland  Cane  Growers'  Council,  to  hold  the  Fifth  Tri- 
ennial Conference  of  the  Society  in  Brisbane,  Queensland, 
from  27th  August  to  3rd  September,  1935. 

Previous  Conferences  of  this  Society  have  been  held  in 
Hawaii,  Cuba,  Java  and  Porto  Rico,  and  have  proved  of 
inestimable  benefit  to  the  technical  and  economic  effi- 
ciency and  progress  of  the  cane  sugar  industry.  Every 
effort  is  being  made  to  ensure  that  the  1935  Conference 
will  prove  particularly  beneficial,  and  on  behalf  of  the, 
abovementioned  bodies,  I  desire  to  extend  a  very  cordial 
invitation  to  the  organizations  under  your  control  to  send 
a  representative  delegation  to  Brisbane  for  the  occasion 
of  the  Fifth  Triennial  Conference. 

I  need  hardly  add  that  the  delegates  appointed  by  you 
will  be  heartily  welcomed  by  all  sections  of  the  Australian. 
Sugar  Industry.  It  will  also  afford  my  Government  very 
much  pleasure  to  co-operate  with  the  industry  in  demon- 
strating to  the  Conference  visitors  the  many  unique 
phases  of  the  cane  sugar  industry  as  it  is  operated  in  the 
Australian  Commonwealth. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Local  Committee  (Mr.  J.  M.  Mac- 
Gibbon,  of  the  Central  Sugar  Cane  Prices  Board,  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  and  Stock,  Brisbane)  or  the  General 
Secretary- Treasurer  of  the  Society  (Mr.  Arthur  F.  Bell, 
care  Bureau  of  Sugar  Experiment  Stations,  Department 
of  Agriculture  and  Stock,  Brisbane)  will  gladly  furnish, 
on  request,  any  information  that  may  be  desired  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Conference. 

Yours   faithfully, 

W.  FORGAN  SMITH, 

Premier  of  Queensland. 

First  Adjustment  Checks  Mailed  to 
Utah  and  Louisiana  Sugar  Producers 

(Official  Release  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration) 

First  checks  for  adjustment  payments  to  growers 
cooperating  in  the  sugar  beet  and  sugarcane  adjust- 
ment programs  were  mailed  to  producers  in  Utah  and 
Louisiana  December  26th,  1934,  the  Sugar  Section 
of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  an- 
nounced. 

The  first  sugar-beet  adjustment  checks  are  being 
sent  to  farmers  in  the  vicinity  of  Ogden,  Utah,  and 
the  first  sugarcane  adjustment  payments  are  for 
farmers  in  Lafourche  and  Terrebonne  parishes,  La. 
These  are  the  areas  from  which  the  first  contracts 
were  received  and  the  payments  are  on  the  first  con- 
tracts to  be  audited. 

Checks  to  the  sugar  beet  growers  totalled  #8,972 
and  went  to  100  producers.  These  payments  repre- 
sent $\  a  ton  on  the  estimated  production  of  sugar 
beets  on  the  acreage  which  cooperating  farmers 
planted  to  beets  for  1934  and  are  the  first  installment 
of  the  1934  adjustment  payment.  The  second  in- 
stallment will  be  paid  during  the   1935   season   after 
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growers  have  complied  with  their  contracts.  It  is 
estimated  that  the  sugar  beet  program  will  mean 
approximately  $15,000,000  additional  income  to  pro- 
ducers this  year. 

The  first  lot  of  sugarcane  adjustment  checks 
totalled  $46,749  and  went  to  81  producers.  These 
also  are  first  installments  on  the  1934  payment  and 
are  made  at  the  rate  of  $\  a  ton  on  the  base,  or 
average  past  production  of  the  farm.  The  second 
installment  will  be  paid  in  1935.  Total  sugarcane 
adjustment  payments  on  the  1934  crop  are  estimated 
at  more  than  $6,000,000. 

Contracts  from  the  sugar  beet  and  sugarcane  areas 
are  now  being  forwarded  to  Washington  rapidly, 
Sugar  Section  officials  report.  Payments  on  these 
contracts  will  be  made  as  soon  as  the  contracts 
can  be  audited.  Approximately  25,000  contracts 
have  been  signed. 


Washington  News 

(By  C.  }.  Bourg) 

The  long  awaited  and  overdue  consumption  esti- 
mate for  1935  was  announced  on  Saturday  night, 
January  5th.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  estimated 
at  6,359,261  short  tons,  raw  value,  the  sugar  consump- 
tion requirements  of  the  continental  United  States 
for  the  calendar  year  1935.  This  estimate  is  ap- 
proximately 117,000  tons  less  than  the  estimate  for 
1934  consumption  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture in  June  1934,  immediately  following  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Jones-Costigan  Act. 

The  announcement  of  the  consumption  estimate 
for  19.35  was  made  upon  the  signing  by  Secretary 
Wallace  of  General  Sugar  Quota  Regulations,  Series 
2,  which  also  contains  quotas  for  1935  for  the  various 
sugar  producing  areas  that  furnish  sugar  to  the 
United  States  market.  According  to  the  release 
which  announced  the  signing  of  the  order,  "the  esti- 
mate is  based  on  official  data  obtained  from  refiners, 
beet  sugar  producers,  and  importers  of  direct  con- 
sumption sugar  on  the  amounts  of  sugar  actually 
distributed  by  them."  We  interpret  this  quoted  state- 
ment to  mean  that  the  estimate  for  1935  is  based 
upon  the  actual  consumption  of  1934,  as  shown  by 
the  official  data  furnished  by  distributors  and  han- 
dlers of  sugar  in  the  United  States.  The  actual 
figures  which  go  to  make  up  the  total  of  6,359,261 
have  not  yet  been  made  public  but  we  anticipate  that 
the  next  quarterly  report  which  the  Sugar  Section, 
A.  A.  A.  has  been  making  on  the  distribution  of 
su?ar,  will  show  how  these  figures  have  been  com- 
piled. 

Under  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  revise  his  estimate  of  sugar  consump- 
tion either  upward  or  downward  during  the  year  in 
accordance  with  changes  in  consumers'  requirements. 
The  quotas  for  continental  beet  sugar  and  cane 
sugar  are  fixed  by  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  at: 

Continental  beet  sugar 1,550,000  short  tons 

Continental  cane  sugar 260,000  short  tons 

After  the  statutory  quotas  for  these  domestic 
areas  are  allowed  for,  there  remains  4,549,261  tons 
for  allotment  to  offshore  areas.  Certain  deductions 
which  are  required  under  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  for 
overshipments  by  insular  areas  above  the  1934  quotas 
in  1934  have  been  made.  These  adjustments,  which 
represent    sugar    actually    admitted    during    1934   for 


consumption  in  excess  of  the   1934  quotas  for  sugar 
areas  total  78,000  tons. 

The  quotas  for  the  off-shore  areas  are  based  on 
the  average  quantities  of  sugar  brought  into  or  im- 
ported into  the  continental  United  States  during  the 
"most  representative"  three  years  of  the  period  1925- 
1933  for  each  area.  The  following  table  gives  the 
1935  off-shore  quotas  as  established,  the  adjustments 
for  overshipments  in  1934,  the  net  amounts  to  be  ad- 
mitted in  1935  after  adjustments  for  overshipments, 
and  the  1934  quota. 


Area 

1935 
Quota 

Adjust- 
ments 

for 
Over- 
shipments 
In    Short 
Tons 
Raw 
Value 

Net 
Amounts 

to  be 

Admitted 

in  1935 

1934 
Quota 

Cuba.    ._ 

1,857,022 
991,308 
783,959 

894,992 
5,341 

16,639 

72,956 
4,539 

1,108 

1,857,022 
918,352 
779,420 

893,884 
5,431 

16,639 

1,901,752 

Philippines 

Puerto  Rico 

Territory  of 

Hawaii.. 

Virgin  Islands.  . 
Full  Duty     - 

Countries 

1,015,185 
802,842 

916,550 
5,469 

17,000 

Total 

4,549,261 

78,603 

4,470,658 

4,658,798 

The  1935  quotas  are  subject  to  modification  dur- 
ing the  year,  following  a  comprehensive  investigation, 
now  being  undertaken  by  the  Sugar  Section,  A.  A.  A. 
on  the  amount  of  sugar  brought  in  from  each  area 
in  the  years  selected  as  the  most  representative  years 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

General  Sugar  Quota  Regulations  Series  2  not 
only  establishes  total  quotas  for  sugar-producing  areas, 
in  1935,  but  also  establishes  a  basis  as  specifically 
provided  for  in  the  Act,  for  determining  what  part  of 
such  quotas  may  be  in  the  form  of  direct-consump- 
tion sugar.  For  Cuba,  22  percent  of  the  quota  may 
be  direct-consumption  sugar;  while  for  other  areas 
the  amount  of  direct-consumption  sugar  that  may  be 
included  in  the  quota  is  limited  to  the  largest  amount 
of  such  sugar  shipped  in  any  one  of  the  years  1931, 
1932,  and  1933.  The  quotas  of  direct-consumption 
sugar  are:  i 

Cuba 408,545  tons 

Philippine  Islands 79,661  tons 

Puerto  Rico 133,119  tons 

Hawaii 29,111  tons 

In  addition  to  the  above  quotas  for  producing  areas 
that  furnish  the  bulk  of  sugar  to  the  United  States, 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  also  given  sugar 
quotas  to  28  foreign  countries  other  than  Cuba  for 
the  calendar  year  1935,  totaling  16,639  short  tons 
raw  value.  These  quotas  will  also  apply  on  the  total 
United  States  consumption  requirements  as  estimated 
for  1935. 

Sugar  arriving  from  foreign  countries  for  refining 
and  re-export,  and  for  use  in  products  which  will  be 
exported,  such  as  canned  goods,  confectioneries,  etc., 
on  which  a  drawback  is  allowed  under  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930,  are  not  included  in  the  quotas  under  certain 
conditions,  as  they  are  exempted  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Jones-Costigan  Act. 

Quotas  of  sugar  made  from  sugarcane  or  sugar 
beets  which  may  be  shipped  from  the  28  countries 
to  continental  United  States  for  consumption  during 
1935  expressed  in  pounds  of  sugar,  raw  value,  are  as 
follows: 
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FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW  0RLEAN8 


G.  BREWER  &  COMPANY,  LTD. 

SHIPPING  COMMISSION 

and 

SUGAR  FACTORS 

Honolulu,  Hawaii 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 
Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 
Phone  MAin  3481 
NEW  ORLEANS 


'AERO' 

CYANAMID 


AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 


30  ROCKEFELLER  PLAZA 


NEW  YORK 


A^tnorioan  JVfoiasses  Go« 
OF  LOUISIANA 

PERE  MARQUETTE  BLDG.        NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  All  Grades  of  Molasses 

and  Syrups 

Submit  Your  Offerings 

Correspondence   Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 
Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  Inc. 
Plaquemine,    La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal   Income  Tax  Service 

736  Canal  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 

Telephone  MAin  6467 


Country  Quota  in  pounds 

Argentina..   9,631 

Australia 135 

Belgium 194,462 

Brazil 791 

British  Malaya 17 

Canada 372,795 

China 53,252 

Colombia 176 

Costa  Rica 13,610 

Czechoslovakia 173,975 

Dominican  Republic 4,406,150 

Dutch  East  Indies 139,670 

Dutch  West  Indies 4 

France 116 

Germany 77 

Guatemala 221,283 

Haiti,  Republic  of 608,950 

Honduras 2,268,045 

Hongkong 137,117 

Italy 1,157 

Japan 2,649 

Mexico 3,985,518 

Netherlands 143,952 

Nicaragua 6,753,454 

Peru 7,343,561 

Salvador 5,423,736 

United  Kingdom 231,700 

Venezuela 191,617 


Total 32,677,600 

Reserved  Unallotted 600 ,  000 


Total 33,277,600 

Legislation 

Congress  has  met  again,  but  there  have  been  no 
important  Congressional  developments  so  far  concern- 
ing sugar,  either  directly  or  indirectly.  The  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  has  signified  his  intention  of 
recommending  some  amendments  to  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act,  but  so  far  there  has  been  no  indica- 
tion of  amendments  being  offered  to  the  Jones-Costi- 
gan  Amendments  concerning  sugar.  One  of  the 
amendments  that  the  Secretary  is  expected  to  recom- 
mend, however,  is  one  to  extend  his  licensing  powers 
over  processors  and  handlers  of  agricultural  products, 
which  would  include  sugar  among  other  commodities. 

Agricultural  Ideas 

The  recent  National  Convention  of  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation  passed  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  resolutions  with  regard  to  future  national 
legislation  affecting  farmers.  As  the  American  Farm 
Bureau  Federation  is  recognized  as  a  leader  among 
national  farm  organizations,  particularly  where  Fed- 
eral legislation  is  concerned,  some  pertinent  refer- 
ences to  their  attitude  should  be  interesting  to  the 
cane  growers  of  Louisiana,  many  of  whom  are  grow- 
ers of  other  farm  products. 

Among  the  expressions  of  general  policy,  we  invite 
attention  to  the  following  which  we  consider  to  be  of 
more  direct  interest  to  members  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League: 

We  reaffirm  our  belief  in  and  our  support  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act. 

We  extend  our  appreciation  for  the  earnest  and 
effective  efforts  of  its  administration. 

We  believe,  however,  the  Federal  Government  in 
its  general  administrative  policies  to  restore  national 
prosperity,  should  place  greater  emphasis  upon  the 
importance  of  raising  farm  prices,  thus  restoring  farm 
buying  power. 

To  more  effectively  administer  the  law  in  carrying 
out   its   statement  of   policy   and   purpose,   we   favor 
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such  amendments  as  may  be  necessary  to  effectively 
administer  its  licensing  power  over  processors  and/or 
distributors  of  farm  products. 

Historically  the  U.  S.  is  an  agricultural  exporting 
nation.  The  prosperity  of  the  producers  of  basic 
farm  products  has  during  most  of  our  history  been 
dependent  on  profitable  foreign  markets  for  our  sur- 
plus production.  Our  policy  of  high  industrial  tariffs 
coupled  with  our  change  in  status  from  a  debtor  to  a 
creditor  nation,  has  made  it  impossible  for  foreign 
countries  to  sell  enough  industrial  goods  and  services 
to  enable  them  to  buy  our  agricultural  products  in 
normal  volume. 

We  are  in  accord  with  the  purpose  of  reciprocal 
trade  treaties  which  is,  primarily,  to  restore  agricul- 
tural exports  by  judicious  lowering  of  industrial  tar- 
iffs, thus  admitting  more  goods  into  this  country  and 
making  it  possible  for  us  to  sell  more  of  our  farm 
products  abroad.  We  insist  that  this  purpose  be 
adhered  to  in  framing  reciprocal  trade  treaties  and 
that  there  be  no  reduction  in  present  agricultural 
tariffs  on  any  farm  product  that  would  have  the 
effect  of  holding  or  reducing  domestic  price  levels 
below  parity  on  such  products.  We  insist  that  the 
present  revenue  law  be  made  definitely  clear  regard- 
ing the  excise  taxes  on  certain  imported  commodities 
so  that  the  application  of  these  taxes,  irrespective 
of  the  form  or  nature  into  which  the  commodities 
are  changed,  will  be  assured. 

We  further  request  the  President  and  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  provide  farmer  representation  on  the 
commission  negotiating  trade  treaties  or  agreements 
affecting  agriculture. 

We  recommend  that  every  possible  means  be  em- 
ployed to  lower  the  general  averages  of  interest  rates 
charged  farmers.  We  believe  that  the  cost  of  dis- 
tributing credit  can  be  lowered  thereby  reducing  the 
spread  between  the  wholesale  rates  now  available 
to  agriculture  as  an  industry  and  the  retail  rates 
charged  farmers  as  individual  producers. 

We  recommend  that  such  legal  protection  as  may 
be  necessary  to  prevent  unnecessary  sacrifice  through 
foreclosure,  of  farm  property  during  periods  of  de- 
pression be  under  Federal  law  rather  than  under  state 
laws. 

The  wage  scale  on  all  work  relief  projects  must  be 
kept  in  line  with  current  practices  in  different  locali- 
ties so  that  the  unfortunate  experiences  of  the  last 
two  years  in  granting  relief  wages  far  above  what 
agriculture  or  industry  locally  could  pay  shall  not  be 
continued.  We  believe  the  great  majority  of  the  un- 
employed in  our  nation  are  willing  to  work  at  any 
livable  wage;  we  condemn  making  of  work  relief  an 
instrument  to  penalize  our  taxpaying  population  and 
to  subvert  the  ideals  of  our  people. 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN  MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 
(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,    La. 


OSCAR  R.  WHILDEN 

SUGAR    MULES    AND    ALL    CLASSES    MULES 
SUITABLE  ANY  KIND  PLANTATION 
WORK    ON    HAND    AT   ALL   TIMES 

Service   and   Satisfaction   Guaranteed 

Phone  GAIvez  1053 

4101    BIENVILLE   AVENUE  NEW    ORLEANS,    LA. 


Phones  MAIn  0696-0697  Established   1871 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 

SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 
SUGAR  FUTURES 

American  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  8t  NEW  ORLEANS,  U.  8.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign    and    Domestic 

Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201   Nola  Bldg.  407  Carondelet  St. 

Phone   MAIn  0996  NEW   ORLEANS,   LA. 


AMERICAN  FACTORS,  LIMITED 

WHOLESALERS,   COMMISSION  and 
INSURANCE  AGENTS 

Honolulu        San   Francisco        New  York 


PENICK  &  FORD,  Ltd.,  Incorporated 

Canal   Bank  Building 
NEW   ORLEANS 

BUYERS  OF  ALL  GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

AND  ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 
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MORE  SUGAR— MORE  PROFIT 

Read  below  the  results  of  Fertilizer  Tests  reported  in  the  Sugar 

Bulletin,  Page  3,  March  1,  1934 


FROM  THE  HOUMA  EXPERIMENT  STATION 


RESULTS  OF  FIRST  AND  SECOND  YEAR  STUBBLE  EXPERIMENTS  ON  "SANDY  LAND" 

(YAZOO  VERY  FINE  SANDY  LOAM) 
First  year  stubble  results  (Season  of  1930) 


Mixture 
Percent 
N-P-K 


20-0-0* 
8-1 2-0 t 
20-0-0* 
12-8-Of 
12-4-41 

0-0-0 


20-0-0* 
8-12-Of 
20-0-0* 
12-8-Of 
12-4-4t 

0-0-0 


Fertilizer  Applications 


Pounds  Per  Acre 


123  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  20  lbs.  nitrogen 

327  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  24  lbs.  Nitrogen +36  lbs.  P2O5 

246  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  40  lbs.  Nitrogen 

342  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  N itrogen +24  lbs.  P2Os 

307  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen +12  lbs.  P2Os+12  lbs. 

K20 

Check         No  fertilizer 

Second  year  stubble  results  (Season  of  1931) 

123  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  20  lbs.  Nitrogen 

327  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  24  lbs.  Nitrogen+36  lbs.  P2O5 

246  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  40  lbs.  Nitrogen 

342  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen+24  lbs.  P205 

307  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen+12  lbs.  P205  +  12  lbs. 

KzO 

Check         No  fertilizer 


Tons 

Cane 

per 

Acre 


25.40 
27.83 
28.60 
33.26 

29.32 
21.45 


23.10 
25.78 
27.80 
29.50 

26.48 
19.11 


Pounds 

Sugar 

per 

Acre 


4768 
5427 
5254 
5840 

5668 
3945 


3617 
4331 
3734 
4909 

4446 
3279 


Increase  over 
Check 


Cane 
per  Acre 


3.95 

6.38 

7.15 

11.81 

7.87 


3.99 

6.67 

8.69 

10.39 

7.37 


Sugar 
per  Acre 


823 
1482 
1309 
1895 

1723 


338 
1052 

455 
1630 

1167 


Replicated  plots  of  1/10  acre  in  size 

*Nitrate  of  soda  alone  was  used  on  the  all-nitrogen  plots. 

fThe  amount  of  each  mixture  to  apply  to  make  up  the  equivalent  of  20,  40  or  60  pounds  of  plant  food  per  acre  will,  of 
course,  vary  according  to  the  analysis  of  the  materials  which  are  used  in  the  mixtures.  In  these  experiments  nitrate 
of  soda,  containing  16.25  per  cent  N.,  was  used  as  a  source  of  nitrogen.  The  phosphoric  acid  was  from  20  per  cent 
superphosphate  and  the  potash  from  muriate  of  potash  analyzing  48  per  cent  K20. 

Where  the  12-8-0  mixture  was  used  more  sugar  was  produced  per  acre  than  where 
Nitrogen  alone  was  applied.  On  first  year  stubble  the  combination  of  36  pounds  of 
Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  of  Phosphoric  Acid  produced  586  pounds  more  sugar  than  40 
pounds  of  Nitrogen.  On  second  year  stubble  36  pounds  of  Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  of 
Phosphoric  Acid  produced  1175  pounds  more  sugar.  300  pounds  12-8-0  per  acre  gives  you  36 
pounds  of  Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  Phosphoric  Acid. 

Thru  the  Cooperation  of 

Mr.  Percy  Lemann  of   Donaldsonville 

WE  ARE   NOW  BOOKING 

SWIFT'S  RED  STEER 

SPECIAL  CANE  GROWER 

12-8-0 

Mr.  Lemann  is  now  pooling  orders  to  assure  us  sufficient  volume  and  economy  of 
handling  whereby  we  can  deliver  this  formula  to  you  this  spring  at  a  price  only  a  frac- 
tion higher  than  your  cost  of  Nitrogen  alone. 

GET  IN  TOUCH  WITH  MR.  LEMANN  AT   ONCE  AND  PLACE 
YOUR   ORDER   IN   THE  POOL. 

SWIFT  AND  COMPANY  FERTILIZER  WORKS 

1711    MASONIC   TEMPLE  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 
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How  Elastic  Is  the  Law? 


Two  incidents  of  importance  have  come  to  the  surface  since  the  last  issue  of  the  Sugar 
Bulletin.  One  of  these  is  a  proposal  to  make  the  processing  tax  on  invert  syrup  one-eighth  of 
a  cent  per  pound  of  contained  sugar,  the  same  as  it  is  on  our  syrup  of  cane  juice,  instead  of  one- 
half  a  cent,  which  it  now  is.  This  move  is  sponsored  by  the  American  Molasses  Company,  a 
molasses  blending  and  distributing  company  in  New  York,  and  a  hearing  is  scheduled  to  be 
given  on  it  in  Washington  the  day  this  article  is  written,  January  29th.  At  the  hearing  the 
proposal   will  be  opposed   by   the  American  Sugar  Cane  League. 

The  contention  of  the  American  Molasses  Company,  as  expressed  by  one  of  its  ablest  rep- 
resentatives, who  came  to  New  Orleans  to  discuss  the  matter  with  a  League  Committee,  is 
that  they  will  be  unable  to  buy  as  much  Louisiana  molasses  as  they  have  been  doing  unless 
they  can  obtain  invert  syrup  from  abroad  at  the  lowered  compensating  tax  rate  that  will  apply 
with  a  lowered  processing  tax  rate.  Along  with  this  they  modestly  argue  that  if  they  do  not 
buy  our  Louisiana  molasses,  our  cane,  even  limited  in  amount  as  it  is,  will  not  all  be  ground, 
and  there  will  be  an  unsalable  accumulation  or  surplus  thereof  to  the  detriment  and  impover- 
ishment of  the  farmer,  over  whom  so  many  tears — crocodile  and  otherwise — have  already  been 
shed.     Indeed   it  is  on  this  picture  that  they   base  their  whole  humanitarian  plea. 

According  to  the  American  Molasses  Company,  Louisiana  molasses  is  virtually  a  useless  arti- 
cle unless  or  until  it  is  blended  with  foreign  goods  and  the  proportion  of  Louisiana  molasses  in  the 
blend  they  make  is  so  small  that  it  requires  a  very  large  quantity  of  the  foreign  ingredient  to 
use  up  an  appreciable  amount  of  Louisiana  molasses.  In  a  word,  they  believe  that  the  easier 
and  cheaper  the  foreign  article  can  be  obtained  the  better  the  market  will  be  for  Louisiana  mo- 
lasses. Even  from  the  lips  of  their  gifted  advocate,  able  and  talented  as  he  undoubtedly  is,  all 
this  sounded  a  bit  thin  to  the  League  Committee. 

*  *  *****  *  *  * 

The  second  incident  is  the  plan,  apparently  sponsored  by  the  officials  of  the  Sugar  Section 
of  the  A.A.A.,  to  bring  about  the  grinding  of  all  the  cane  in  Puerto  Rico,  without  restriction, 
by  making  it  chiefly  into  what  they  call  "molasses."  This  material,  which  is  not  to  test  below 
sixty  and  will  almost  certainly  test  much  above  that,  will  be  to  all  intents  and  purposes  syrup 
— an  article  classed  as  sugar  under  the  Jones-Costigan  Act — because  little,  if  any,  sugar  will  be 
taken  out  of  it.  This  syrup  is  to  be  sold  at  7c  a  gallon,  ostensibly  to  make  stock  feed  for  use 
in  the  drought  areas  of  the  United  States,  but  the  proviso  is  made  that  all  that  is  not  used  in  that 
way  by  July   1st  may  perhaps  be  utilized   thereafter  in   some   other   manner. 

There  was  a   Hearing   in   Washington   on  this   subject    January    23rd,    at    which    the    League 
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representative,  Mr.  C.  J.  Bourg,  and  Congress- 
man Numa  Montet  of  Louisiana  opposed  the 
plan  to  the  best  of  their  ability.  The  notice 
of  the  Hearing  was  received  at  the  League 
office  in  New  Orleans  the  day  the  Hearing  was 
held,  and  was  not  received  even  at  our  Wash- 
ington office  in  time  to  carefully  prepare  for  it. 

The  project  contemplates  that  some  fifty 
million  gallons  of  an  article  worth  on  the  pres- 
ent market  between  15c  and  20c  a  gallon  will 
be  brought  into  the  United  States  from.  Puerto 
Rico,  over  and  above  the  sugar  quota  of  the 
island,  and  distributed  at  7c  a  gallon  through 
an  unnamed  private  agency  as  stock  feed. 
What  part  of  it  has  not  been  eaten  by  de- 
lighted and  epicurean  animals  by  July  1st  will 
on  that  date  be  in  somebody's  possession  at  a 
cost  to  him  of  7c  a  gallon  and  will  then  be  dis- 
posed of  in  some  other  way  yet  to  be  desig- 
nated. It  is  to  be  inverted,  but  all  suggestions 
that  it  be  denatured  have  been  tabled  with  a 
deprecatory  shrug. 

Even  supposing,  as  we  shall  charitably  do 
until  we  experience  a  rude  awakening,  that 
this  nondescript  and  luxurious  substance  which 


tests  sixty  and  above  and  is  intrinsically  worth 
fifteen  to  twenty  cents  a  gallon,  is  actually  fed 
to  cows  and  horses  and  all  consumed  by  them, 
it  must  inevitably  take  away  the  market  for 
our  molasses  that  is  ordinarily  sold  for  cattle 
feeding  purposes,  because  it  will  be  a  far  su- 
perior article  and  will  cost  no  more,  or  even 
less. 

Our  Louisiana  cane  growers  are  all  under 
cane  production  contracts  that  limit  the  amount 
of  cane  they  may  grow,  and  the  American 
Molasses  Company  tells  the  Sugar  Section  of 
the  A.A.A.,  with  a  straight  face  and  a  serious 
air,  that  we  probably  are  not  going  to  be  able 
to  sell  even  what  we  may  grow  (without  their 
co-operation). 

Again,  it  must  be  remembered  that  thous- 
ands of  cane  growers  in  Louisiana  had  more 
cane  in  the  ground  before  their  cane  produc- 
tion contracts  were  laid  before  them  for  sig- 
nature than  they  are  allowed  to  grow  under 
the  restrictions  of  those  contracts.  Many  a 
man  with  120  acres  planted,  for  instance,  will 
only  be  allowed  to  sell  the  cane  from  84  acres. 
What  will  be  done  with  the  cane  from,  the  re- 
maining 36  acres?  Surely  the  law  is  not  made 
of  rubber  everywhere  but  at  the  Louisiana  end 
of  it. 

All  this  confronting  us,  the  Puerto  Rico  deal, 
especially  after  a  fresh  reading  of  the  Jones- 
Costigan  Act,  seems  a  bit  incredible.  If  not 
offered  to  Louisiana,  too,  it  is,  in  addition,  dis- 
criminatory. The  important  corollary  to  it,  to 
the  Puerto  Ricans,  as  it  would  be  to  us,  is  that 
on  all  the  cane  involved  they  are  to  get  a  ben- 
efit payment  of  $4.00  a  ton.  Without  that  of 
course  it  wouldn't  work. 


Washington  News 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 

The  long  deferred  plan  of  the  Department  of  Ag- 
riculture to  bring  relief  to  the  drought  area  of  the 
Middle  West  by  bringing  in  Puerto  Rican  molasses 
and  feeding  it  to  the  stock,  was  finally  made  the  sub- 
ject of  an  open  hearing. 

Boiled  down,  the  expressed  purpose  of  the  plan  is 
first  to  feed  cattle  in  the  drought  area,  and  second, 
but  of  equal  importance,  to  provide  an  outlet  for  the 
surplus  cane  in  Puerto  Rico  by  insuring  to  the  grow- 
ers #4.00  a  ton  for  their  surplus  cane  and  contract 
with  the  sugar  mills  for  the  molasses  at  the  rate  of 
Sc  per  gallon  f.o.b.  tidewater  port  in  Puerto  Rico. 

It  is  expressly  provided  in  the  contract  which  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  proposes  to  make  with  one 
of  the  four  possible  distributing  companies,  who  are 
now  in  the  business  of  handling  molasses,  that  the 
molasses  is  to  be  inverted  and  the  distributing  com- 
pany agrees  not  to  sell  it  in  competition  with  sugar. 
The    representative    of    the    American    Sugar    Cane 
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League  called  to  the  attention  of  the  officials  of  the 
A.A.A.  at  the  Hearing,  that  edible  molasses  is  sugar 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Jones-Costigan  Act,  and 
those  officials  verbally  agreed  that  the  protection 
against  competition  with  sugar  would  be  extended  to 
edible  molasses   and  syrup. 

Outside  of  the  general  interest  in  all  matters  that 
affect  the  sugar  program,  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry 
would  appear  to  have  more  concern  about  (1)  the 
possible  competition  with  sugar  or  edible  molasses  or 
blackstrap,  and  (2)  the  price.  With  regard  to  the 
latter,  the  contract  between  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture and  the  distributing  company  now  provides  for 
5c  a  gallon  f.o.b.  tidewater  port  in  Puerto  Rico,  which 
means  7c  f.o.b.  tank  car  in  the  United  States  port.  In 
view  of  the  present  market,  the  officials  of  the  A.A.A. 
appear  to  consider  this  provision  as  sufficient  price 
protection. 

Under  the  quota  system  being  applied  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Jones-Costigan  Act,  cane  growers 
would  be  forced  to  destroy  a  considerable  tonnage 
of  cane  now  in  the  fields,  in  order  to  keep  within  the 
production  allotments  to  the  mills.  It  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  a  market  for  this  cane  without  such 
sale  resulting  in  the  production  of  sugar,  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  is  developing  this  program  as 
far  as  Puerto  Rico  is  concerned. 

It  is  intended  to  have  a  separate  contract  entered 
into  between  sugar  factories  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  by  which  the  Secretary 
agrees  to  pay  5c  per  gallon  for  the  molasses  and  the 
mill  agrees  to  pay  #4.00  per  ton  for  cane,  based  upon 
an  understanding  that  the  mill  will  grind  the  surplus 
cane  but  will  make  no  more  sugar  than  its  allotment, 
under  the  sugar  program.  Thus  the  total  sugar  dis- 
tributed from  Puerto  Rico  will  be  within  the  1935 
quota,  which  is  not  to  be  changed.  They  propose  to 
accomplish  this  by  having  the  mill  agree  to  make  a 
molasses  testing  higher  than  sixty  per  cent  of  total 
sugars,  which  means  there  will  be  more  sugar  in  the 
molasses  than  would  normally  resu-lt  from  processing 
sugar.  They  claim  that  this  will  eliminate  competi- 
tion with  sugar  and  prevent  displacement  of  sugar  by 
controlling  the  amount  of  sugar  produced  in  addition 
to  inverting  the  sugar  in  the  molasses. 

There  is  another  provision  in  the  proposed  contract 
which  states  that  none  of  this  molasses  from  surplus 
cane  can  be  used  for  anything  but  cattle  feed  until 
July  1st.  The  amount  of  molasses  to  be  so  produced 
in  Puerto  Rico  is  estimated  at  50,000,000  gallons.  The 
experts  of  the  A.A.A.  estimate  that  there  is  a  shortage 
of  over  1,000,000,000  bushels  of  corn  and  that  five 
gallons  of  molasses  replaces  one  bushel  of  corn;  hence, 
they  anticipate  that  the  50,000,000  gallons  will  be 
easily  absorbed  for  cattle  feeding. 

After  July  1st,  the  Secretary  may  permit  the  distrib- 
uting companies  to  sell  this  molasses  for  distilling  or 
for  other  purposes,  if  there  is  no  longer  a  market  for 
cattle  feed.  The  opinion  was  expressed  by  one  of  the 
A.A.A.  attorneys  present  that  if  the  molasses  is  sold 
after  July  1st  for  purposes  other  than  cattle  feed,  the 
Internal  Revenue  Bureau  will  most  likely  demand  the 
payment  of  a  processing  tax  thereon,  which  tax  would 
be  abated  on  this  molasses  when  sold  for  cattle  feed. 
It  will  be  interesting  to  watch  the  situation  as  of  July 
1st,  to  see  how  much  of  the  molasses  goes  to  distillers 
and  whether  any  of  the  molasses  is  sold  for  human 


consumption.  We  were  naturally  disappointed  that 
there  is  no  provision  made  for  denaturing  or  discolor- 
ing the  molasses  so  as  to  prevent  its  being  used  for 
human  consumption,  because  we  anticipate  that  the 
control  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  over  the  mo- 
lasses after  it  passes  into  the  hands  of  third  parties, 
will  be  very  difficult  to  maintain,  unless  the  molasses 
can  be  easily  identified,  by  chemical  analysis  to  dis- 
cover the  denaturant,  or  by  its  color.  The  position  of 
the  A.A.A.  is  that  the  molasses  should  not  be  con- 
taminated, because  they  want  to  protect  everybody 
against  loss,  should  it  be  necessary  to  sell  the  molas- 
ses after  July  1st  for  purposes  other  than  cattle  feed- 
ing or  distilling. 

The  A.A.A.  officials  at  the  Hearing  declared  that 
they  were  not  yet  ready  to  announce  their  plans  re- 
garding surplus  sugar  cane  for  the  Philippine  Islands 
and/or  Hawaii;  although  they  admitted  that  after  the 
Puerto  Rican  contracts  are  entered  into,  they  will 
consider  the  same  proposition  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Filipinos  and  the  Hawaiians,  with  respect  to  surplus 
cane  in  those  islands. 

It  is  the  contention  of  the  A.A.A.  officials  that 
there  should  be  some  benefits  to  everybody  in  this 
program.  They  speak  of  the  relief  to  the  cattle  feed- 
ers, especially  the  necessity  for  building  up  the 
draught  horses  in  the  Middle  West  for  work  this 
Spring,  to  Puerto  Rican  growers,  to  Puerto  Rican  pro- 
cessors, to  the  sugar  program  by  preventing  the  sugar 
competition,  and  even  to  molasses  producers  in  the 
United  States  because  some  of  the  experts  contend 
that  after  the  farmers  have  fed  molasses  to  their 
stock,  they  are  bound  to  be  impressed  with  the  bene- 
fits of  molasses  feeding  and  become  molasses-minded 
for  future  stock  feed  consumption.  This  would  mean 
an  additional  source  of  demand  for  molasses  in  the 
United  States,  according  to  said  A.A.A.  officials,  which 
remains  to  be  seen.  But  if  it  should  become  true,  it 
is  worthy  of  consideration  as  a  possible  profitable  out- 
let for  Louisiana  molasses  in  1936. 
The  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange 
The  following  resolution  was  introduced  by  Sena- 
tor Vandenberg  of  Michigan  and  passed  unanimously 
by  the  United   States   Senate: 

Senate  Res.  41. 
"That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  requested 
to  report  to  the  Senate  (a)  all  information  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Department  and  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Administration  respecting  the  so-called  "cor- 
ner" in  December  sugar  futures,  and  the  ultimate 
results  as  found  by  these  Government  agencies  and 
by  the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange;  (b) 
the  history  of  any  dealings  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture or  the  A.A.A.  may  have  had  with  the  mer- 
chandising of  the  1934  Cuban  sugar  quota  in  the 
United  States;  (c)  the  names  of  all  so-called  "long" 
and  "short"  traders  in  December  sugar  futures  on 
the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  if  avail- 
able; (d)  the  names  of  the  members  of  the  board 
of  directors  and  of  the  managers  of  the  New  York 
Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  and  of  the  personnel 
of  the  Cuban  Sugar  Stabilization  Institute;  (e)  the 
names  of  any  banks  or  other  financial  institutions 
in  the  United  States  known  to  the  Department  or 
the  A.A.A.  to  have  been  connected  with  financing, 
or  refusing  to  finance,  the  1934  Cuban  sugar  crop; 
(f)   the  effect,  if  any,  of  Cuban  price  decrees  and 
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of  the  so-called  "corner"  in  December  futures  upon 
the  sugar-price  index  in  the  United  States;  and  (g) 
any  other  available  information  bearing  upon  addi- 
tional legislation  that  may  be  needed  to  safeguard 
the  objective  of  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  or  to  con- 
trol commodity  dealings  on  the  New  York  Coffee 
and   Sugar   Exchange." 

In  the  debate  on  the  resolution,  the  following  sug- 
gestive dialogue  took  place  between  Senator  King  of 
Utah  and  Senator  Vandenberg  of  Michigan: 

SENATOR  KING:  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Michigan  a  question,  and  I 
do  so  because  of  two  inquiries  received  this  morning 
from  Utah,  from  gentlemen  who  are  deeply  interested 
in  the  question,  as  to  the  effect  of  the  operations 
upon  the  domestic  market  and  particularly  the  effect 
upon  the  production  and  marketing  of  sugar  produced 
in  the  beet-sugar  sections  of  our  country." 

SENATOR  VANDENBERG:  Mr.  President,  I 
have  the  general  conviction  that  the  terms  of  the 
Jones-Costigan  Act  and  the  establishment  of  quotas 
under  it  either  have  been  used  or  could  be  used,  as 
a  result  of  the  experience  of  the  last  3  months,  by 
private  speculators  to  exploit  the  beet-sugar  produc- 
ers. The  information  is  sufficiently  elusive  that  I  have 
been  unable  by  personal  effort  to  secure  it.  The  res- 
olution asks  for  such  official  information  as  may  bear 
upon  the  general  objective  and  upon  the  inquiry  sub- 
mitted to  me  by  the  Senator  from  Utah.  I  believe 
the  information  thus  sent  for  will  probably  justify  a 
more  formal  inquiry." 

Demon  Rum 

The  materials  from  which  rum  is  made  are  cane 
juice  or  molasses.  In  Louisiana  these  materials  are 
abundantly  produced  and  so  far  as  molasses  is  con- 
cerned there  have  been  times  when  the  market  for  it 
was  so  discouraging  that  its  manufacturers  have  hard- 
ly known  what  to  do  with  it.  Now  that  the  bars  are 
down — or  up,  in  the  case  of  the  brass  rail  type — it 
may  be  that  we  can  profitably  make  rum. 

Rum  is  a  queer  customer.  Of  all  the  alcoholic 
beverages  it  is  the  least  amenable  to  exact  production 
formulas.  Ordinary  fermentation  of  molasses,  using 
the  known  and  established  races  of  yeast,  will  produce 
alcohol,  but  not  rum.  To  produce  rum  we  must  in- 
vite a  bacterial  reaction  which  the  producer  of  alcohol 
diligently  avoids,  and  we  must  woo  strange  and  more 
or  less  fortuitous  yeasts  and  ferments,  perhaps  inher- 
ent in  the  molasses  itself,  to  the  end  that  our  product 


shall  be  endowed  with  the  flavor  and  aroma  which 
have  made  some  rums  so  famous  all  over  the  world 
that  they  command  a  ready  market  everywhere  at  a 
good  price.  Can  we  do  that  in  Louisiana?  Nobody 
knows.     Nobody  has  tried  to  find  out. 

No  scientific  formula  can  be  warranted  to  produce 
the  seductive  bouquet  in  a  rum  that  lifts  it  into  pre- 
eminence and  a  world  market.  All  a  scientific  for- 
mula can  do  is  to  produce — just  rum.  It  seems  high- 
ly probable,  however,  that  rum  of  the  ordinary  flavor 
and  quality,  or  better,  could  be  profitably  produced 
in  Louisiana  from  our  very  excellent  molasses  and 
sold  in  successful  competition  with  the  rum  of  a  like 
quality  which  constitutes  the  great  volume  of  the 
commodity  in  trade,  and  we  might  produce  a  Louisi- 
ana rum  that  would,  by  its  insidious  excellence,  make 
Louisiana  rum  a  premium  article.  It  is  to  be  hoped 
that  somebody  will  make  the  experiment. 

Back  Up  Your  Friends 

The  Louisiana  Branch  of  the  American  Farm  Bu- 
reau Federation  has  fallen  off  in  membership  instead 
of  gaining.     That  is  not  as  it  should  be. 

The  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  speaking 
through  its  Washington  representative,  Mr.  Chester 
Gray,  has  been  a  constant  bulwark  of  defense  for  the 
sugar  industry  of  the  United  States.  Mr.  Gray  has 
never  hesitated  to  call  a  spade  a  spade  in  the  various 
controversies  that  have  arisen  in  Congress  involving 
the  domestic  sugar  industry  in  its  constant  fight  for 
existence  against  foreign  sugar  interests.  There  has 
been  no  quibbling,  no  evasion  of  the  issue  and  no 
standing  on  the  side  lines.  He  has  always  been  in 
there,  fighting  openly  and  whole  heartedly  for  Amer- 
ican agriculture,  in  which  he  has  always  included  cane 
and  beet  sugar  production. 

All  this  being  the  case  we  want  to  see  the  member- 
ship of  the  Louisiana  Branch  of  the  American  Farm 
Bureau  Federation  restored  to  at  least  the  10,000 
names  it  once  had,  and  even  surpass  that.  The  head- 
quarters are  at  Baton  Rouge  and  the  membership  fee 
is  $1.00  a  year.  Those  farmers  who  can  afford  to  do  so, 
and  there  are  thousands  who  can,  ought  to  join  up. 
This  goes  for  every  sort  of  farmer,  to  be  sure.  Nat- 
urally, however,  we  are  talking  particularly  to  the 
sugar  cane  farmers  in  this  article.  Send  a  dollar  and 
your  name  to  the  Louisiana  Branch,  American  Farm 
Bureau  Federation,  P.  O.  Box  949,  Baton  Rouge,  La. 
It  will  be  bread  cast  on  the  waters,  and  will  come 
back  to  you. 


Reserve  Refinery 
Reserve,  La. 


Raceland  Factory 
Raceland,  La. 


GODCHAUX  SUGARS,  Inc. 

Producers  and  Refiners       Domestic  and  Foreign  Sugars 


MAIN  OFFICE 

10th  Floor 

Masonic  Temple  Bldg. 

New   Orleans    La. 


GODCHAUX9 S  SUGARS  AND  SYRUPS 
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A  Job  For  The  Decimals 

On  February  1st,  which  is  today,  the  U.  S.  Bureau 
of  Internal  Revenue  will  issue  a  printed  scale  of  pro- 
cessing tax  rates  on  syrup  and  edible  molasses  differ- 
ing slightly  from  those  hitherto  in  vogue.  It  has  been 
the  practice  to  compute  the  tax  rate  on  syrup,  for 
instance,  at  .0094,  omitting  further  decimals,  but  from 
now  on  those  decimals,  or  at  least  one  of  them,  is  des- 
tined to  play  its  part  in  gathering  in  revenue  and  the 
tax  will  be  .00947. 

In  small  transactions  this  will  be  of  not  much  con- 
sequence, but  on  sales  of  several  hundred  tank  cars  of 
syrup  it  will  mount  up.  Many  a  mickle  makes  a 
muckle.  The  Government  cannot  be  said  to  have 
changed  the  rate  of  tax;  all  it  has  done  is  to  apply 
meticulous  exactitude  to  it,  probably  on  the  theory 
that  a  decimal  is  in  fact  nothing  but  a  lazy  hiero- 
glyphic and  ought  to  be  made  to  work  its  own  way 
along. 

To  refresh  everybody's  memory  and  show  just  how 
it  is  done,  we  reprint  the  formula.  The  rate  is  %  of 
a  cent  a  pound  on  the  total  sugar  content  of  the  syr- 
up, raw  value,  and  .6687  has  been  adopted  from  the 
beginning  as  the  percentage  of  sugar  content  (raw 
value)  of  syrup,  with  a  fixed  weight  factor  of  11  1/3 
pounds  to  the  gallon.    Thus: 

.6687X. 125=0835875X11  1/3=9473250  cents  per 
gallon  tax. 

The  last  four  digits  in  this  .9473250  are  eating  their 
idle  heads  off.  When  or  whether  they  will  some  day 
be  grabbed  and  put  to  work  nobody  knows. 


i.(Htn)Wii 


A  complete  line 
of  high  quality, 
pure  cane  sugars 


PRODUCERS  AND  REFINERS 
OF  HAWAIIAN  SUGAR 

* 

California  and  Hawaiian  Sugar  Refining  Corporation,  Ltd. 
San  Francisco,  California 


You  Can  Get  More  Cane  To  the  Acre 

With  More  Sugar  In  the  Cane 

USE 

BULL  DOG  SPECIAL  CANE  GROWER 

12  Nit.    8  Phos.    O  Pot. 

Tests  conducted  at  the  Houma 
Experiment  Station  have  proven 
that  Phosphoric  Acid,  together  with 
Nitrogen,  produces  more  sugar. 


Our  Low  Price  on 

12-8-0 

Will  Surprise  You 


Write 

DAVISON  PICK  FERTILIZERS,  INC. 


P.  O.  Box  566 


NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 
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LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 

Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 
Phone  MAin  3481 
NEW   ORLEANS 


'AERO' 

CYANAMID 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 


30   ROCKEFELLER  PLAZA 


NEW  YORK 


A^merican  JV/oIasses  Co* 
OF  LOUISIANA 

PERE  MARQUETTE  BLDG.        NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  All  Grades  of  Molasses 

and  Syrup3 

Submit  Your  Offerings 

Correspondence   Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 
Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  Inc. 

Plaquemine,    La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal   Income  Tax  Service 

736  Canal  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 

Telephone  MAIn  6467 


WILLIAM  L.  OWEN 

Consulting   Bacteriologist 

Author  of  Standard  Treaties  on  Sugar  Deterio- 
ration. 

Authority  on  Sugar  Storage,  Sugar  Analysis  and 
Appraisal  of  Sugar  for  Storage. 

Consultant    for   the 
LUMMUS  COMPANY 

Builders  of  Complete  Alcohol   and  Rum  Plants 


PHONE  4577 
1504  Florida  St.  BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 


The  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane 
Purchase  Contract 

Mr.  A.  J.  Keller,  Technical  Advisor  of  the  Louisi- 
ana Grower-Processor  Committee,  has  sent  out  a  no- 
tice at  the  request  of  the  Committee  in  which  he 
states  that  suggestions  are  in  order  in  regard  to  any 
changes  considered  desirable  in  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
Cane  Purchase  Contract,  and  he  asks  that  all  persons 
desiring  to  offer  such  suggestions  send  them  in  to  him 
at  his  office  at  the  University  Station,  Baton  Rouge, 
prior  to  February  7th,  1935. 

It  is  evidently  the  intent  and  expectation  of  the 
Grower-Processor  Committee  to  bring  about  changes 
and  improvements  in  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Pur- 
chase Contract  for  1935  if  it  seems  to  be  necessary 
and  proper,  and  if  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  Agricultu- 
ral Adjustment  Administration  approves  such  changes 
as  the  Committee  may  decide  on.  Mr.  Keller  wants 
everybody  to  know  that  the  time  to  offer  suggestions 
as  to  changes  in  the  contract  is  now.  His  notice  reads 
as  follows: 

"Baton  Rouge,  Tanuary  18,  1935 
"TO   ALL   PARISH    CONTROL   ASSOCIATIONS   AND 

PROCESSORS 
"Gentlemen: 

"At  the  meeting  of  the  Grower- Processor  Committee  held 
in  Baton  Rouge,  January  17,  1935,  it  was  requested  that  tha 
Technical  Committee  ask  you  to  submit  in  writing  to  them 
any  suggestions  or  criticisms  of  the  1934  Cane  Purchase 
Contract  before  February  7,  1935  with  the  end  in  view  of 
assisting  the  Committee  in  framing  the  1935  Cane  Purchase 
Contract. 

"Our  request  to  you  is  based  on  the  fact  that  we  believe 
the  government  is  desirous  of  considering  the  1935  Cane 
Purchase  Contract  at  a  very  early  date. 

"The  Technical  Committee  wishes  to  assure  you  that  they 
will  appreciate  any  assistance  that  you  will  render  them  as 
they  desire  that  all  interested  be  permitted  to  participate 
in  the  formation  of  the  new  purchase  contract,  as  far  as 
possible. 

Yours  very  truly, 

A.  J.  Keller,  Technical  Advisor 
Grower-Processor  Committee" 


The  Grower-Processor  Committee 

On  January  18th  the  Chairmen  of  the  various  Par- 
ish Control  Committees  met  in  Baton  Rouge  to  elect 
three  cane  grower  members  of  the  Grower-Processor 
Committee  as  required  by  the  terms  of  the  Louisiana 
Sugar  Cane  Purchase  Contract.  The  three  processors 
on  the  Committee,  Messrs.  C.  D.  Kemper,  Frank  L. 
Barker  and  Carl  Nadler,  were  elected  some  months 
ago  by  and  at  a  general  meeting  of  processors. 

At  the  meeting  on  January  18th  the  Chairmen  of 
the  various  Parish  Control  Committees  elected  Messrs. 
Jack  Schaffer,  Percy  A.  Lemann  and  Leon  Landrv  as 
the  three  cane  grower  members  of  the  Grower-Pro- 
cessor Committee.  All  three  of  these  gentlemen  have 
been  serving  on  the  Committee  by  temporary  appoint- 
ment during  the  grinding  season  and  their  familiarity 
with  the  work  of  the  Committee  and  the  conscientious 
way  in  which  they  have  discharged  their  duties  ad- 
interim  led  to  their  election  as  permanent  members 
of  the  Grower-Processor  Committee,  which  is  under 
the  Chairmanship  of  Mr.  Marcel  J.  Voorhies,  Repre- 
sentative in  Louisiana  of  Honorable  Henry  A.  Wal- 
lace, U.    S.   Secretary   of  Agriculture. 
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The  Buck  Horns 

At  the  regular  monthly  meeting  of  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  held 
January  30,  1935,  the  Buck  Horns,  symbol  of  the  larg- 
est tonnage  of  cane  ground  during  the  previous  cam- 
paign, were  awarded  to  the  Raceland  factory  of  God- 
chaux  Sugars,  Inc.  The  tonnage  ground  at  Raceland 
was  155,574.  The  award  of  the  Buck  Horns  to  Race- 
land  is  an  oft-told  tale,  that  factory  having  carried 
them  off  five  times  in  the  last  six  years.  In  1932 
they  were  captured  by  the  Southdown  factory  of  the 
Houma  Sugar  Company.  In  the  1934  campaign, 
covered  by  the  present  award,  Raceland  beat  South- 
down by  23,774  tons. 

Raceland's  victory  calls  for  our  congratulations,  and 
our  admiration  as  well.  Cane,  in  large  volume,  does 
not  come  into  a  factory  and  pass  successfully  through 
it  without  many  details  and  many  problems  being  first 
thought  out  and  solved  and,  above  all,  it  does  not 
continue  to  come  to  a  factory  from  hundreds  of  grow- 
ers year  after  year,  as  in  the  case  of  Raceland,  unless 
there  is  mixed  with  the  whole  transaction  the  ingredi- 
ents that  beget  and  foster  confidence  and  satisfaction. 


Sign  The  Government  Contract 

The  A.A.A.  has  set  February  9th  as  the  last  day 
on  which  the  production  adjustment  contracts  will  be 
accepted.  The  Sugar  Bulletin  wants  to  again  call 
this  matter  to  the  attention  of  its  grower  readers  and 
urge  those  who  have  not  already  done  so  to  sign  their 
contracts  and  send  them  to  the  Grower-Processor 
Committee,  Hon.  Marcel  J.  Voorhies,  Chairman,  L.  S. 
U.  Station,  Baton  Rouge,  La.  Acreage  allotments  for 
the  1935-1936  crop  will  be  computed  from  the  figures 
contained  in  these  contracts  and  it  is  therefore  very 
necessary  that  every  grower  who  wishes  to  receive  an 
allotment  sign  his  contract  and  go  on  record  as  a 
Louisiana  sugar  cane  grower.  If  you  have  any  doubt 
as  to  what  to  do  we  suggest  that  you  immediately  get 
in  touch  with  your  county  agent. 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN  MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 

(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,    La. 


CONFERENCE   ROOM 

The  American   Sugar  Cane  League  takes  pleasure 
In   offering   a   comfortable 

PRIVATE  CONFERENCE  ROOM 

to  nny  of  Its  members  who  may  have  occasion  to  use  It. 
Business  conferences  In  New  Orleans  may  thus  be  held  in 
a  secluded  and  entirely  neutral  atmosphere,  which  Is 
sometimes  preferable  to  using:  the  office  of  one  of  the 
conferring-  parties.  No  advance  notice  necessary-  Just 
use  the  room  at  your  convenience. 


OSCAR  R.  WHILDEN 

SUGAR    MULES    AND    ALL    CLASSES    MULES 
SUITABLE  ANY  KIND  PLANTATION 
WORK    ON    HAND    AT   ALL   TIMES 

Service   and    Satisfaction    Guaranteed 

Phone   GAIvez  1053 

4101    BIENVILLE   AVENUE  NEW   ORLEANS,    LA. 


Phones   MAin  0696-0697  Established   1871 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 

SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 
SUGAR  FUTURES 

American  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  St.  NEW  ORLEANS,  U.  8.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign    and    Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201   Nola  Bldg.  407  Carondelet  St. 

Phone    MAIn   0996  NEW    ORLEANS,    LA. 


PENICK  &  FORD  Sales  Company,  Inc. 

Canal   Bank  Building 
NEW   ORLEANS 

BUYERS  OF  ALL  GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

AND  ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard   for  63   Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW  ORLEANS 
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Aero' 

Cyanamid 

IS    THE    SUPERIOR 


CANE   FERTILIZER 


IT  supplies  a  high  percentage  of 
available  nitrogen.  It  sweetens 
the  soil  and  destroys  soil  acids.  It 
holds  fast  to  the  soil,  and  is  not 
washed  out  by  rains.  It  is  quick- 
acting  and  long-lasting.  It  has  the 
best  residual  effect  of  any  nitro- 
gen carrier. 

'Aero1  Cyanamid  has  proved  its 
efficiency  as  a  source  of  nitrogen 
not  only  for  cane,  but  for  corn, 
cotton,  oats,  vegetables,  and  other 
crops.  Its  field  performance  has 
gained  for  it  an  enviable  reputa- 
tion in  the  Louisiana  cane  belt. 


A  TON  OF  GRANULAR 

Aero'  Cyanamid 

IFf^i      SUPPLIES 

\m  :U 


1400  LBS 


V 
K 


HYD RATED 

LIME 


For  prices,  shipping  instructions,  and  other  information, 

write   our   representative,    H.    R.    Kelly, 

542  ST.  PETER  STREET      NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID  COMPANY 

Maffufacturerslof  'Aero'  Cyanamid  and  'Ammo-Phos' 
30   ROCKEFELLER  PLAZA  NEW  YORK,  N.  Y. 


The  NITROGEN  FERTILIZER  that  SWEETENS  the  SOIL 


THE 


SUGAR 
BULLETIN 

Entered  as  second-class  matter  April  13,  1925,  at  the  post  office  at 
New  Orleans,  La.,  under  Act  of  March  6,  1879. 
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The  League  Gets  Action 


The  telegrams  below  are  self-explanatory.      The  first  was  sent  under  instructions  given  by  Mr. 
R.    H.    Chad  wick,    the    President   of  the   American  Sugar  Cane  League: 

NEW  ORLEANS  LOUISIANA 
FEBRUARY  8  193  S 

HON.  NUMA  MONTET 
.     HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

WASHINGTON  D  C 

APPEALS  TO  US  TO  DO  SOMETHING  TO  EXPEDITE  MAILING  OF  BENEFIT  PAYMENT 
CHECKS  ARE   SO  NUMEROUS  AND   INSISTENT  AND  BASED  ON  SUCH  SERIOUS  GROUNDS 
THAT  WE  TAKE  THE  LIBERTY  OF  ASKING  YOU  TO  USE  YOUR  UTMOST  ENDEAVORS 
TO  BRING  ABOUT  IMMEDIATE  MAILING  OF  THESE  CHECKS  STOP    OUR  INFORMATION 
FROM  ENTIRELY  RELIABLE  SOURCES  IS  THAT  SEVENTY  SIX  HUNDRED  LOUISIANA 
CONTRACTS  ARE  IN  WASHINGTON  OF  WHICH  SIXTY  SEVEN  HUNDRED  HAVE  CLEARED 
THE  SUGAR  SECTION  AND  ARE  NOW  IN  THE  HANDS  OF  COMPTROLLER  WHERE  THEY 
REMAIN  STOP  FIELD  WORK  HERE  FOR  NEXT  CROP  WHICH  IMPERATIVELY  NEEDS 
TO  BE  DONE  AT  ONCE  IS  AT  A  STANDSTILL  FOR  LACK  OF  FUNDS  STOP   DEBTS 
ARE  UNPAID  AND  CREDIT  UNOBTAINABLE  STOP    IT  WOULD  BE  IMPOSSIBLE  FOR 
US  TO  EXAGGERATE  THE  DIFFICULTIES  DAILY  ARISING  THROUGH  THE  UNEXPLAINED 
AND  INCOMPREHENSIBLE  DELAY  IN  GETTING  THE  LOUISIANA  CHECKS  MAILED  STOP 
FEEL  SURE  THAT  IF  COMPTROLLER  REALIZES  SITUATION  HE  WILL  ACT  QUICKLY 
AND  BEG  THAT  YOU  WILL  DO  EVERYTHING  IN  YOUR  POWER  TO  IMPRESS  HIM  WITH 
THE  NECESSITY  FOR   PROMPT  ACTION  ELSE  COMING  CROP  WILL  BE  SERIOUSLY 
JEOPARDIZED   AND   MANY   PEOPLE   RUINED 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE 

REGINALD  DYKERS 

VICE  PRESIDENT  AND  GENERAL  MANAGER 


WASHINGTON  D  C 
FEBRUARY  9  1935 
AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE 
407  CARONDELET  STREET 
NEW  ORLEANS  LOUISIANA 

RETEL  TODAY  SUGAR  CANE  CHECKS  STOP   ONE  EIGHT  FOUR  SIX  CHECKS  HAVE 
BEEN  MAILED  TO  GROWERS  UP  TO  THIS  TIME  TODAY  STOP    ONE  NAUGHT  THREE 
NINE  READY  FOR  MAILING  MONDAY  STOP   THREE  SIX  EIGHT  NAUGHT  PRESENTLY 
BEING  AUDITED  AND  LISTED  BY  COMPTROLLER  AND  ONE  TWO  TWO  EIGHT  BEING 
CLEARED  IN  SUGAR  SECTION  MOST  OF  LATTER  AMOUNT  HAVING   BEEN   SENT   BACK 
TO  LOUISIANA  FOR  CORRECTIONS  THIS  ACCOUNTING  FOR  TOTAL  OF  SEVEN  SEVEN 
NINE  THREE  CONTRACTS  RECEIVED  BY  SUGAR  SECTION  STOP  ALL  PRESSURE 
POSSIBLE  BEING  BROUGHT  TO  BEAR  TO  CLEAR  ALL   CHECKS  ON  CONTRACTS 
APPROVED   BY   SUGAR   SECTION   BY   NEXT  WEDNESDAY  STOP    CLARENCE  BOURG 
LENDING  EVERY  COOPERATION  NUMA  F.  MONTET  MC 
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the  League  or  with  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
to  which  it  seems  to  appertain. 


Filipino  Rumblings 


Later  Flash: 


CHECKS  MAILED  THIRTY   SEVEN 
SIXTY  FIVE  STOP  CONTRACTS  AP- 
PROVED FOR  PAYMENT  THIRTY  FOUR 
TWENTY  FIVE  STOP  CONTRACTS  RE- 
ING  CLEARED  NINE  EIGHT  NINE  STOP 
TOTAL  CONTRACTS  RECEIVED  EIGHTY 
ONE   SEVENTY   NINE 

C.  J.  ROURG 


Inquiries  show  that  the  checks  mentioned  by 
Congressman  Montet  in  his  telegram  are  being 
received  in  Louisiana  in  considerable  numbers. 
Exactly  how  many  have  been  received  at  the 
time  this  is  written  is  not  exactly  known,  but 
the  tie-up  in  Washington   has  been  broken. 


(By   C.  J.  Bourg) 

As  was  to  be  expected,  following  the  warning  that 
we  have  had  in  recent  months,  the  Resident  Com- 
missioner from  the  Philippine  Islands,  Pedro  Gue- 
vara, fired  the  opening  gun  in  the  movement  for 
changing  the  Philippine  Independence  Act  in  its  eco- 
nomic features,  to  the  end  that  free  trade  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Philippines  will  be  continued 
under  what  he  calls  an  American  Protectorate. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  an  organization  was 
formed  some  months  ago  for  this  purpose.  Next  a 
mission  from  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  was 
invited  to  visit  the  Islands  at  their  expense.  Now 
the  official  Philippine  representative  in  Congress 
comes  out  openly  and  admits  that  he  has  reversed 
his  opinion  and  his  stand  about  Philippine  inde- 
pendence. For  many  years  this  same  Commissioner 
has  exhorted  Congress  to  give  the  Philippine  Islands 
their  independence,  but  on  Monday,  January  21, 
1935,  he  made  this  bland  statement  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  "the  best  interests  of  the  Philippines, 
the  United  States  and  the  whole  World  will  be  bet- 
ter served  with  an  American  protectorate  of  the  Phil- 
ippine Islands."  Upon  being  questioned  by  several 
Congressmen  he  admitted  that  this  was  a  complete 
about-face,  and  he  further  admitted  that  there  are 
two  reasons  for  his  change:  1st,  the  economic  devel- 
opments and  prospects,  and  2nd,  the  safety  of  the 
Philippines. 

The  Commissioner  discussed  the  restrictions  on  the 
Philippine  production  of  sugar,  as  well  as  the  tax  on 
coconut  oil,  both  of  which  he  claims  have  created 
hardships  and  difficulties  in  the  Islands.  He  openly 
stated  several  times  that  he  feared  some  other  nation 
will  take  over  the  Philippines  as  soon  as  they  become 
independent.  In  his  own  words:  "I  do  not  want  the 
Philippine  independence  a  reason  for  some  nation  to 
gobble  up  the  Philippines  *  *  *."  At  another  point 
the  Commissioner  stated,  "the  sentiment  of  the  Phil- 
ippine people  right  at  this  moment  is  that  they  look 
at  Japan  as  a  real  menace  to  Philippine  independ- 
ence." And  then  he  added  later  "the  safety  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  rests  upon  being  under  an  Amer- 
ican protectorate."  Whereupon  a  Congressman  asked 
him  this  very  pointed  question,  "I  assume  the  gentle- 
man wishes  to  see  the  American  relationship  estab- 
lished between  the  United  States  and  the  Philippines 
as  now  exists  between  the  United  States  and  Cuba?" 
To  which  Mr.  Guevara  answered,  "Yes,  exactly." 

The  most  significant  statement,  as  far  as  we  are 
concerned,  which  the  Commissioner  made  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks  covering  several  pages  of  the 
Congressional  Record,  is  as  follows: 

"Within  a  few  months  the  Philippine  Common- 
wealth will  be  inaugurated  and  a  home  rule  will  be 
established  therein.  The  success  of  this  Common- 
wealth will  entirely  depend  upon  the  help  that  the 
United  States  chooses  to  lend.  It  can  only  be  suc- 
cessful and  therefore  the  aims  and  purposes  of  the 
Tydings-McDuffie  law  accomplished  if  the  American 
people,  considering  the  mutual  advantage  that  will 
result  from  the  continuation  of  the  existing  free-trade 
relations,  will  forget  the  demands  of  sectional  selfish 
interests  and  consider  the  weal  of  the  United  States." 
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causes,  but  particularly  the  mosaic  disease.  After 
1927,  the  new  varieties  of  sugar  cane  introduced  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  Louisiana,  brought 
the  production  of  sugar  cane  and  sugar  cane  products 
more  nearly  back  to  normal  production  in  Louisiana. 
But  this  revival  and  restoration  was  made  rather 
slowly  from  year  to  year,  because  it  took  a  long  time 
for  the  new  varieties  to  be  produced  in  sufficient 
amounts  to  be  used  for  seed  by  all  growers,  and  be- 
cause additional  new  varieties  have  been  introduced 
in  the  meanwhile. 

Production  of  Sugar  Cane  in  Louisiana 

(Used  for  Making  Sugar  and   the   By-Products 

Thereof) 

1925 2,644,535  tons 

1926 864,299  " 

1927 961,847  " 

1928 1,860,251  " 

1929 2,917,925  *' 

1930 2,559,000  " 

1931 2,232,000  " 

1932 2  ,  886 ,  000  " 

1933 2,610,000  '* 

1934  (estimate  December  26,  1934)  2,961 ,000  " 

The  statistics  for  the  production  of  edible  molas- 
ses in  Louisiana  during  the  years  1929-1933,  inclusive, 
would  certainly  seem  to  indicate  that  there  has  been 
less  demand  or  sale  for  Louisiana  edible  molasses 
during  these  years  than  during  the  years  1919-1924, 
inclusive. 

In  response  to  the  request  of  Hearing  Officials,  we 
are  pleased  to  submit  herewith  a  statement  made  by 
an  official  committee  of  producers  and  distributors 
of  Louisiana  edible  molasses  acting  for  the  Louisiana 
industry: 

"As  well  as  we  can  ascertain  the  Louisiana  edible 
molasses  is  purchased  in  about  the  following  propor- 
tions by  the  various  buyers: 

Penick  &  Ford,   Ltd 60% 

American    Molasses    Co 20% 

National    Biscuit    Co 10% 

Sundry    Buyers _ _ 10%" 

The  best  information  available  to  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  is  that  large  buyers  and  distrib- 
utors of  Louisiana  edible  molasses,  other  than  the 
American  Molasses  Company,  have  never  found  it 
necessary  or  desirable  to  blend  Louisiana  edible  mo- 
lasses with  invert  syrup.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  en- 
tirely possible  that  should  the  processing  tax  rate  be 
reduced  on  invert  syrup,  some  of  these  buyers  might 
be  inclined  to  the  practice  of  blending  invert  syrup 
with  Louisiana  molasses,  the  net  result  of  which 
would  be  that  they  would  buy  less  Louisiana  edible 
molasses.  Moreover,  a  lower  grade  of  molasses  can 
be  bought  by  the  molasses  buyers  and  distributors 
at  a  correspondingly  reduced  price,  if  the  practice  of 
blending  with  invert  syrup  is  resorted  to  for  the 
purpose  of  toning  down  the  stronger  flavor  and 
darker  color  of  such  low  grade  molasses. 

The  Louisiana  producers  of  edible  molasses  have 
in  recent  years  improved  the  quality  of  their  edible 
molasses  to  meet  requirements  of  buyers  and  the 
trade,  and  the  result  has  been  to  strengthen  and  in- 
crease the  demand  for  straight  Louisiana  molasses, 
as  distinguished  from  a  blend.  Our  information  is 
that  this  improvement  of  quality  in  Louisiana  mo- 
lasses has  made  it  unnecessary  for  most  of  the  buyers 
of  Louisiana  molasses  to  blend  it  with  invert  syrup. 
This  applies  particularly  to  those  who  sell  and  distrib- 
ute their  products  in  the  South  and  Middle  West. 

In   recent  years   the  Louisiana   sugar  industry   has 


Processing  Tax  on  Invert  Syrups 

Brief   of  the  American  Sugar   Cane  League  In  Re: 

Hearing  upon  the  Processing  Tax  on  Sugar  Cane 

Used  in  the  Processing  of  Invert  Syrups 

January  29,  1935. 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  representing  the 
sugar  cane  growers  and  processors  of  Louisiana  op- 
poses any  reduction  in  the  processing  tax  rate  on  in- 
vert syrups,  because  the  present  processing  tax  rate 
on  invert  syrup  has  not  in  any  manner  brought  about, 
nor  does  it  threaten  to  bring  about,  an  accumulation 
of  surplus  stocks  of  sugar  cane  or  a  depression  in  the 
price  thereof. 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  declares  that  a 
reduction  in  the  processing  tax  on  invert  syrup  might, 
contrarily,  bring  about  an  accumulation  of  surplus 
stocks  of  sugar  cane  and  depress  the  price  thereof, 
because  invert  syrup  competes  directly  with  the  better 
grades  of  Louisiana   sugar   and   sugar  cane   products. 

The  production  of  edible  molasses  in  Louisiana, 
according  to  the  Crop  Reporting  Board  of  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  has  been  since  1912  as 
follows:  i 


1912. 
1913. 
1914. 
1915. 
1916. 
1917- 
1918- 
1919- 
1920- 
1921- 
1922- 
1923. 
1924- 


MOLASSES  OTHER 
THAN    BLACKSTRAP 

(1,000  gals.) 

6,546 

8,323 

5,986 

6,412 
11,351 
17,373 
12,053 

6,523 

6,908 

7,810 

7,509 

7,550 

6,254 


YEAR 


1925 -. 
1926 -. 
1927.. 
1928-. 
1929 -. 
1930-. 
1931.. 
1932 _. 
1933.. 
*1934_. 


TOTAL 
MOLASSES 


(1,000  gals.) 

17,783 
6,614 
6,624 
13,535 
19,619 
16,887 
14,645 
16,445 
16,498 
17,766 


MOLASSES 
OTHER  THAN 
BLACKSTRAP 


(1,000  gals.) 

5,612 
3,869 
4,042 
7,852 
5,201 
4,855 
5,168 
5,462 
5,301 


BLACKSTRAP 

MOLASSES 


(1,000  gals.) 

12,171 

2,745 

2,582 

5,683 

14,418 

12,032 

9,477 

10,983 

11,197 


PERCENT 

OF 

BLACKSTRAP 


% 

68.44 
41.50 
38.97 
41.99 
73.49 
71.25 
64.71 
66.78 
67.87 


*Preliminary  estimate. 

While  the  1934  figures  are  estimated,  the  industry 
considers  them  fairly  accurate  and  also  believes  that 
the  percentage  of  blackstrap  will  be  about  the  same 
as  in   1933. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  production  of  edi- 
ble molasses  during  the  base  period  1912-1915,  was 
very  nearly  the  same  as  the  production  of  the  past 
several  years.  However,  the  War  period  shows  a 
tremendous  increase  in  the  production  of  edible  mo- 
lasses. As  stated  at  the  Public  Hearing,  the  produc- 
tion of  molasses  for  1926  and  1927  was  very  much 
lower  than  for  any  year  since  1912.  The  following 
figures  on  the  production  of  sugar  cane  in  Louisiana 
indicate  that  1926  and  1927  were  very  low  years  in 
the  production  of  sugar  cane  and  all  sugar  cane  prod- 
ucts. The  upward  trend  since  1927  has  been  marked 
for  all  sugar  cane  products  in  Louisiana.  This  low 
dip  in  production  was  due  to  crop  failures  for  various 
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been  trying  to  avoid  a  buyer's  market  in  molasses, 
wherein  the  buyer  has  a  surplus  of  raw  materials 
from  which  to  choose,  plus  the  benefit  of  low  prices. 
This  buyer's  market  has  prevailed  at  times,  with 
buyers  never  failing  to  take  advantage,  and  the  Lou- 
isiana producers  of  edible  molasses  have  been  forced 
to  require  from  the  buyer  a  contract  in  advance  of 
the  processing  season.  In  this  way  the  producers,  in 
self-defense,  have  sought  to  protect  themselves  from 
the  buyer's  market.  Lower  costs  for  invert  syrup,  re- 
sulting from  the  proposed  reduction  in  processing  tax 
rate,  would  expose  Louisiana  producers  further  to  the 
disadvantages  of  a  buyer's  market  in  molasses. 

The  only  proponent  to  appear  before  the  Hearing 
was  Mr.  Charles  Taussig  of  the  American  Molasses 
Company,  whose  principal  business,  according  to  his 
testimony,  is  to  deal  in  molasses  of  the  characteristic 
refiners'  syrup  type,  and  of  the  Barbadoes  molasses 
type.  Neither  refiners'  syrup  nor  Barbadoes  molasses 
can  be  considered  primarily  the  products  of  domestic 
sugar  cane,  within  the  meaning  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act,  consequently  the  growing  use  of 
these  products  may  fairly  be  considered  to  be  in  com- 
petition with  the  edible  grades  of  Louisiana  molasses, 
which  in  one  sense  is  used  as  a  "filler"  because  of  its 
price  being  lower  than  that  of  the  Barbadoes  molasses 
type.  In  other  words,  one  way  of  looking  at  it  is 
that  very  cheap  invert  syrup  from  Cuba  and  cheap 
edible  molasses  from  Louisiana  may  both  be  used  to 
mix  with  cheap  refiners'  syrup,  to  give  one  type  of 
molasses;  or  they  may  be  used  to  mix  with  Barba- 
does molasses  in  order  to  average  down  the  cost  of 
the  raw  materials  used  in  this  type  of  product.  It 
is  evident  that  Louisiana,  as  the  only  area  producing 
edible  molasses  in  continental  United  States,  is  not 
necessarily  a  beneficiary  of  this  blending  process, 
particularly  when  we  consider  that  the  American 
Molasses  Company  buys  only  20  per  cent  of  the  total 
Louisiana   production. 

In  connection  with  Mr.  Taussig's  testimony,  we 
refer  specifically  to  the  statement  made  by  him  on 
page  166  wherein  he  suggested  that  Mr.  Rainold  in 
his  testimony  on  May  28th  failed  to  mention  invert 
syrup  as  competing  with  Louisiana  products.  On 
page  96  of  the  Hearing  of  May  28th,  Mr.  Rainold, 
speaking  of  competition  with  "Louisiana  cane  sirup 
and  high  grade  molasses,"  stated  "It  (the  tax  rate  of 
%c  per  pound  of  total  sugars,  raw  value)  would  cause 
a  disadvantage  in  competition  with  competing  com- 
modities, such  as  sorghum  sirup,  maple  sirup,  maple 
sirup  blends,  and  honey,  which  are  all  tax  free  and 
which  combined  amount  to  several  million  gallons." 
It  is  obvious  that  Mr.  Rainold  was  not  speaking  of 
Louisiana  sugar  cane  products,  other  than  the  two  he 
mentioned.  It  is  also  obvious  that  Mr.  Rainold  did 
not  exclude  any  competing  commodity  which  he 
failed  to  mention,  because  he  only  gave  the  commod- 
ities mentioned  as  examples  of  competing  commod- 
ities,   prefacing  the  list   with    "such    as." 

We  are  authorized  by  Mr.  Rainold  to  insert  in  the 
Record,   the   following  statement  from   him. 

"Concerning  my  testimony  at  the  Hearing  held  in 
Washington,  May  28th,  1934,  I  wish  to  state,  that 
while  I  may  have  omitted  to  say  so  at  the  time,  I 
do  now  emphatically  wish  to  say  that  I  consider 
invert  syrup  a  competitor  of  our  Louisiana  products, 
including  sugar,  molasses  and  syrup,  and  you  are 
authorized  to  use  this  statement  as  you  see  fit." 
The  Tariff  Commission  Report  73,  page  248,  shows 


that  molasses  and  sugar  syrup  importations  from 
Cuba  testing  in  total  sugars  70  per  cent  and  above, 
for  1932  and  1933  have  been  as  follows: 

1932  5,677,792  gallons 

1933    6,473,849   gallons 

The  statistics  of  the  New  York  Customs  House  for 

1934,  according  to  the  testimony  in  the  transcript  of 
the  Hearing  of  January  29th,  at  page  113,  show  an 
increase  of  importations  of  this  class  for  1934  to 
7,400,933  gallons  at  New  York  alone.  The  natural 
conclusion  is  that  the  processing  tax  which  went  into 
effect  in  June  has  helped  instead  of  hurt  the  invert 
syrup  importations,  particularly  when  we  note  that 
of  the  total,  4,021,060  gallons  or  54  per  cent  were 
brought  in  during  the  last  six  months  of  1934.  We 
respectfully  submit  these  figures  for  your  analysis 
and  consideration. 

We  also  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  only 
proponent  who  appeared  at  the  Hearing  on  January 
29th,  is  not  the  largest  importer  of  invert  syrup,  and 
we  are  led  to  wonder  why  the  lareer  importers  did 
not  testify,  as  they  had  on  May  28th.  We  can  only 
suggest  that  these  larger  importers  are  not  buyers  of 
domestic  products  of  sugar  cane  grown  in  the  conti- 
nental United  States,  hence  their  business  could  only 
be  competitive  with  continental  sugar  cane  products. 

The  proposition  that  the  present  processing  tax 
rate  will  cause  a  reduction  in  the  quantity  of  sugar 
cane  used  in  the  processing  of  invert  syrups  domes- 
tically consumed  cannot  be  supported  by  the  facts, 
because  there  is  no  invert  syrup  made  from  sugar 
cane  in  the  continental  United  States.  We  interpret 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  to  mean  that  the 
reduction  of  the  farm  product  (sugar  cane  in  this 
case)  must  occur  within  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States.  We  also  interpret  the  Act  to  mean 
that  the  depression  of  the  farm  price  of  sugar  cane 
refers  to  the  farm  price  of  sugar  cane  in  continental 
United  States.  Therefore,  we  deny  that  this  pro- 
cessing tax  will  cause  such  a  depression  of  the  farm 
price  in  continental  United  States,  but  we  assert  in- 
stead that  a  reduction  of  the  processing  tax  on  invert 
syrups  would  depress  the  price  and  would  result  in 
an  accumulation  of  surplus  stocks  of  sugar  cane 
products  in  Louisiana. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

C.  J.  BOURG, 
Vice-President  and  Counsel. 

New  Directors  Elected 

At  the  annual  meeting  of  "B"  stockholders  of  the 
South  Louisiana  Production  Credit  Association,  held 
here  on  January  31st,  many  points  of  interest  and 
value  to  farmers  were  discussed,  and  everything  pos- 
sible was  done  to  make  it  more  convenient  for  small 
borrowers  to  obtain  production  loans. 

The  following  directors  were  elected  at  the  meet- 
ing: Mr.  Richard  M.  Murphy,  of  New  Orleans,  La.; 
Mr.  Jules  Godchaux,  of  Raceland,  La.;  Mr.  Leon  J. 
Landry,  of  New  Iberia,  La.;  Mr.  A.  E.  St.  Martin, 
of  Wallace,  La.;  Mr.  Dubourg  Thibaut,  of  Donald- 
sonville,  La.;  Mr.  E.  Newton  Kearny,  of  New  Or- 
leans, La.,  and  Mr.  Robert  E.  LeBIanc,  of  Paincourt- 
ville,   La. 

Mr.  Jesse  B.  Hearin,  president  of  the  New  Orleans 
Production  Credit  Corporation,  outlined  the  set-up 
of  the  production  credit  system,  explained  the  asso- 
ciation's operating  status,  and  stressed  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  newly  elected  directors  to  the  association. 
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Mr.  L.  C.  Gerard,  secretary  of  the  association, 
gave  a  detailed  report  upon  the  association's  activities 
for  the  past  year,  and  expressed  his  belief  that  his 
association  would  double  its  volume  of  business  this 
coming  year. 

As  of  December  31st  last  year,  the  South  Louisiana 
Production  Credit  Association  loaned  $258,000  to 
178  farmers  in  Louisiana,  serving  the  parishes  of 
Ascension,  Assumption,  Iberia,  Iberville,  Jefferson, 
Lafourche,  Orleans,  Plaquemines,  Pointe  Coupee,  St. 
Bernard,  St.  Charles,  St.  James,  St.  John,  St.  Martin, 
St.  Mary,  Terrebonne  and  West  Baton  Rouge. 

Production  credit  associations  now  have  represen- 
tatives in  every  one  of  these  parishes,  where  farmers 
may  go  to  make  out  application  for  a  loan.  These 
offices  are  open  now  and  farmers  are  urged  to  make 
application  early  so  that  inspection  may  be  made  im- 
mediately and  their  loans  passed  upon  that  much 
more  quickly.  Under  the  new  arrangements  for  this. 
year,  it  is  hoped  that  a  farmer's  loan  will  be  granted 
within  a  week's  time  after  filing  of  application. 

Stubble  Deterioration 

A  very  valuable  and  instructive  bulletin,  No.  256, 
has  been  issued  by  the  Louisiana  State  University 
entitled  "Stubble  Deterioration  of  Sugar  Cane."  It  is 
by  C.  W.  Edserton,  E.  C.  Tims  and  P.  J.  Mills. 

This  bulletin  treats  of  a  subject  that  has  given  our 
Louisiana  cane  growers  many  an  anxious  hour  and 
the  amount  of  information  in  it  is  extensive.  Illustra- 
tions accompany  the  text  and  it  is  all  readable  and 
not  mysteriously  technical.  Our  scientists  are  learn- 
ing to  write  bulletins  for  other  people  and  not  just  for 
each  other. 

Under  the  head  of  "Varietal  Resistance"  the  au- 
thors say: 

"1.  The  varieties  P.O.J.  36M,  Co.  281  and  Co.  290,  con- 
sistently show  a  high  percentage  of  good  eyes  and  a  low 
percentage  of  dead  stubbles.  These  varieties  can  be  ex- 
pected to  give  good  stubble  crops  even  in  poor  stubbling 
years. 

"2.  The  varieties  P.O.J.  213  and  P.O.J.  234,  consistently 
show  lower  percentages  of  good  eyes  in  the  spring  and 
higher  percentages  of  dead  stubbles.  These  canes  seem  to 
be  injured  more  by  adverse  winter  conditions  than  the 
more  resistant  canes  and  in  certain  years  poor  stubble 
crops  can  be  expected.  Such  canes  as  these  should  be 
classed  as  dangerous  canes  and  should  be  planted  only 
with  caution.  While  it  is  admitted  that  these  varieties  may 
produce  excellent  crops  for  a  period,  it  is  also  certain  that 
poor  stands  will  be  produced  from  time  to  time  due  to 
the  occurrence  of  certain  unfavorable  conditions.  The  fact 
that  these  are  dangerous  canes  was  first  presented  to  the 
Contact  Committee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 
in  1932.  As  a  result,  the  acreage  of  these  varieties  has  been 
reduced  and  it  is  believed  that  they  will  be  largely  aban- 
doned in  the   future  except  in  favored  localities. 

"3.  The  variety,  C.P.  807,  usually  shows  a  low  percentage 
of  good  eyes  in  the  spring.  This  seems  to  be  largely  due 
to  its  extreme  susceptibility  to  red  rot.  Due,  however,  to 
the  large  number  of  stubble  pieces  of  this  variety,  satis- 
factory stands  are  usually  produced  even  though  the  per- 
centage of  good  eyes  is  low.  Consequently,  this  variety 
is  not  placed  in  the  group  of  questionable  canes. 

"4.  The  new  varieties,  C.P.  28-11,  C.P.  28-19,  and  C.P. 
29-320,  show  a  high  resistance  to  stubble  deterioration  and 
it  is  believed  that  these  varieties  will  give  satisfactory 
stubble   crops   even  under  adverse  conditions." 

The  summary  at  the  end  of  the  bulletin  reads  as 
follows : 

"1.  By  stubble  deterioration  is  meant  the  failure  of  the 
stubble  pieces  to  produce  a  satisfactory  number  of  vigorous 
shoots  in  the  spring.  Poor  stands  and  slow  growth  are 
characteristics  of  fields  suffering  from  stubble  deterioration. 

"2.  Stubble  deterioration  is  an  important  factor  in  sugar 


production  in  Louisiana.  Stubble  losses  vary  from  year  to 
year,  as  is  shown  by  the  condition  during  the  five-year 
period. 

"3.  A  fairly  accurate  idea  of  the  condition  of  the  stubble 
in  the  spring  can  be  obtained  by  making  stubble  counts. 
Counts  made  during  the  five-year  period  show  the  poor 
stubble  years.  Losses  from  stubble  deterioration  were  most 
severe  in  1930  and  1934,  while  the  least  injury  occurred  in 
1929  and  1933. 

"4.  Stubble  deterioration  is  a  complex  problem.  Some  ot 
the  factors  responsible  for  stubble  deterioration  are  dis- 
cussed: 

"a.  Temperature  is  an  important  factor  in  stubble  deteri- 
oration. Temperatures  below  freezing  may  kill  the  young 
shoots.  Under  some  conditions  these  shoots  may  recover, 
but  under  other  conditions,  they  will  not.  Low  tempera- 
tures also  prevent  growth  and  make  conditions  more  favor- 
able for  the  rotting  of  the  stubble  pieces  and  young  shoots. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  lack  of  cold  weather  before  January 
may  permit  the  early  germination  of  a  large  proportion  of 
the  stubble  buds,  and  the  young  shoots  may  be  killed  by 
later  freezes. 

"b.  Lack  of  aeration  resulting  from   poor  drainage  lowers 
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stands  for  highest  quality 
pure  cane  sugars — pack- 
aged for  convenience,  pro- 
tection and  full  weight 

Granulated,  Crystal  Domino  Tablets. 
Superfine  Powdered,  Confectioners, 
Old  Fashioned  Brown,  Yellow,  Pressed 
Tablets,  Crystal  Domino  Squares, 
Dainty  Lumps,  Cinnamon  and  Sugars 
Domino   Syrup.    Always   full   weight. 


American  Sufjar  Refining  Company 
"Sweeten  it  with  Domino'' 
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the  vitality  of  the  stubble  pieces.  Stubble  deterioration  is 
always  more  severe  in  heavy,  black  soil  or  in  poorly  drained 
soils. 

"c.  The  recovery  of  stubble  in  the  spring  may  be  influ- 
enced to  some  extent  by  the  condition  of  cane  at  harvest 
time.  On  cane  which  is  green  and  in  a  growing  condition, 
the  buds  will  not  start  as  early  as  on  cane  which  is  in  a 
so-called   mature  condition. 

"d.  Time  of  cutting  is  an  important  factor  in  stubble  de- 
terioration. Stubble  from  cane  cut  early  in  the  fall  may 
deteriorate  more  rapidly  than  stubble  from  late  cut  cane. 
However,  this  is   not  always  the   case. 

"e.  The  old  roots  on  the  stubble  pieces  furnish  the  water 
for  the  young  developing  shoots.  Severe  injury  to  these 
roots  may  result  in  less  satisfactory  stands.  If  these  are 
pruned  severely  in  the  winter,  a  smaller  number  of  shoots 
will  develop.  For  best  results,  stubble  should  not  be  off- 
barred  until  a  fair  stand   is  visible. 

"f.  The  red  rot  disease  is  an  important  factor  in  stub- 
ble deterioration.  Certain  varieties,  particularly  P.OJ.  213 
and   C.P.  807,  are  most  susceptible. 

"5.  Varieties  are  affected  differently  by  the  various  stub- 
ble deterioration  factors.  The  varieties,  P.OJ.  213  and 
P.OJ.  234,  seem  to  be  the  most  susceptible  to  injury  and 
are  classed  as  dangerous  canes,  which  should  not  be  planted 
in  regions  where  deterioration  is  apt  to  occur.  The  varie- 
ties, Co.  281,  Co.  290  and  P.OJ.  36  are  the  most  resistant 
of  the  present  commercial  canes.  The  new  varieties,  C.P. 
28-11,  C.P.  28-19,  and  C.P.  29-230,  also  seem  to  be  very  re- 
sistant. 

"6.  A  new  method  of  determining  the  resistance  of  vari- 
eties to  stubble  deterioration  has  been  worked  out.  It  is 
now  possible  to  determine  in  a  good,  as  well  as  in  a  bad 
year,  whether  a  new  variety  is  resistant.  For  a  new  variety 
this  information  can  be  obtained  before  it  is  released.  No 
variety  should  be  released  that  is  not  a  good  stubbling 
cane.  -;  f-j 

"7.  Stubble  deterioration  has  a  class  relationship  to  the 
practice  of  stubble  shaving.  Whether  it  is  advisable  to 
shave  depends  upon  the  condition  of  the  stubble  pieces 
and  the  location  of  the  good  buds  on  the  stubble  pieces." 

Copies  of  Bulletin  256  can  be  had  by  applying  to 
Dr.  C.  T.  Dowell,  Director  of  Louisiana  Experiment 
Station,   Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana. 

Senate  to  Investigate  New  York 
Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange 

The  following  Senate  Resolution  was  introduced  by 
Senator  Vandenberg  of  Michigan  January  16,  1935, 
and  adopted  by  the  Senate  without  opposition.  Sen- 
ator Vandenberg  suggested  that  the  report  requested 
from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  "will  probably  jus- 
tify a  more  formal  inquiry." 

S.  RES.  41. 

"That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  requested  to 
report  to  the  Senate  (a)  all  information  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Department  and  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Administration  respecting  the  so-called 
"corner"  in  December  sugar  futures,  and  the  ultimate 
results  as  found  by  these  Government  agencies  and 
by  the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange;  (b) 
the  history  of  any  dealings  the  Department  of  Ag- 
riculture or  the  A.A.A.  may  have  had  with  the  mer- 
chandising of  the  1934  Cuban  sugar  quota  in  the 
United  States;  (c)  the  names  of  all  so-called  "long" 
and  "short"  traders  in  December  sugar  futures  on 
the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  if  avail- 
able; (d)  the  names  of  the  members  of  the  board  of 
directors  and  of  the  managers  of  the  New  York 
Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  and  of  the  personnel  of 
the  Cuban  Stabilization  Institute;  (e)  the  names  of 
any  banks  or  other  financial  institutions  in  the  United 
States  known  to  the  Department  or  the  A.A.A.  to 
have  been  connected  with  financing,  or  refusing  to 
finance,  the  1934  Cuban  sugar  crop;  (f)  the  effect, 
if  any,  of  Cuban  price  decrees  and  of  the  so-called 
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"corner"  in  December  futures  upon  the  sugar-price 
mdex  in  the  United  States;  and  (g)  any  other  avail- 
able information  bearing  upon  additional  legislation 
that  may  be  needed  to  safeguard  the  objective  of  the 
Jones-Costigan  Act  or  to  control  commodity  dealings 
on  the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange." 

Importers  Of  Full  Duty  Sugar  May 

Request  Certification  Upon 

Purchase 

Official  Release  of  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

Requests  for  certification  by  the  Sugar  Section  to 
the  effect  that  full  duty  sugars  are  within  established 
quotas  may  be  made  by  importers  after  the  sugar  is 
purchased  rather  than  upon  arrival  of  the  sugar  in 
the  United  States,  the  Agricultural  Adustment  Admin- 
istration announced   (Jan.  24th). 

Up  to  this  time,  such  certifications  were  made  only 
upon  the  arrival  of  the  sugars  in  the  continental 
United  States.  Since  the  quotas  for  full  duty  coun- 
tries are  relatively  small,  some  of  the  importers  of 
full  duty  sugars,  which  are  used  in  the  Western  can- 
ning industry  for  export  trade,  are  unable  to  make 
advance  commitments  since  there  is  danger  that  when 
the  sugars  purchased  arrive  in  the  United  States,  the 
quotas  will  have  been  exhausted  by  the  prior  arrival 
of  other  sugars  from  the  same  area. 

Such  certification  will  be  given  by  the  Sugar  Sec- 
tion of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration 
only  in  cases  where  evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Sugar 
Section  has  been  given  of  bona  fide  purchase  and  in- 
tention to  ship.  Such  certification  will  be  effective 
only  for  stated  periods  of  time. 

It  was  pointed  out  that  sugars  may  be  brought  in 
from  full  duty  countries  under  bond  for  re-export 
purposes;  such  sugars  are  not  within  the  quota  re- 
striction of  the  Jones-Costigan  Act. 


Sequels 


Those  who  read  the  leading  editorial  in  the  issue  of 
the  Sugar  Bulletin  of  February  1st  will  be  glad  to 
know  that  the  plan  to  bring  in  some  50,000,000  gal- 
lons of  syrup  or  very  high-grade  molasses  from 
Puerto  Rico  in  excess  of  the  quota  allotted  to  that 
island  was  suddenly  abandoned  about  a  week  ago. 
The  impropriety  of  such  action  was  so  manifest  that 
a  decision  was  reached  not  to  go  through  with  it.  It 
is  said,  however,  that  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration  is  still  seeking  some  means  by  which 
all  the  cane  in  Puerto  Rico  may  be  ground,  and  a 
benefit  payment  on  it  made  to  the  growers  thereof. 
It  will  be  interesting  to  see  how,  or  whether,  such  a 
plan  can  be  successfully  devised  under  the  law.  If 
it  can,  the  claim  that  there  is  excess  cane  will  natu- 
rally  not   be   confined    to    Puerto   Rico. 

So  far  as  the  other  matter  mentioned  in  our  edi- 
torial, the  application  by  the  American  Molasses 
Company  for  a  reduction  in  the  processing  tax  on 
invert  syrup,  is  concerned,  a  hearing  was  held  on 
this  in  Washington  and  elsewhere  in  this  issue  we 
print  the  able  brief  filed  by  Mr.  C.  J.  Bourg,  the 
Washington  representative  of  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League. 
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Washington   News 


ByC.  J.  BOURG 


At  the  present  time  of  greatest  moment  to  all  su- 
garcane growers  in  Louisiana  is  the  issuance  of  ad- 
vance benefit  payment  checks  and  their  actual  receipt 
by  the  growers.  We  are  informed  that  the  status  of 
Benefit  Payment  Contracts  from  Louisiana  at  the  time 
of  this  writing  (Feb.  25th)  is  as  follows: 

Contracts  received  from  Louisiana  8857 

Contracts  on  which  checks  have 
been  issued  __ _ _  3242 

Contracts  being  checked,  audited  and 
approved  for  payment ..... .....  5615 

Number  of  checks  mailed  to  Louisiana  5152 

Face  value  of  checks  mailed  to 

Louisiana   $1,413,575.10 

It  will  be  noted  that  there  are  about  one-third  more 
checks  than  contracts.  The  reason  for  this  is  there 
are  a  large  number  of  tenants,  whose  landlords  also 
get  checks.  In  addition  to  this  there  are  partnerships 
and  estates  the  individual  members  of  which  receive 
checks. 

There  has  been  so  much  confusion  about  Louisiana 
checks,  it  appears  appropriate  to  explain  that  when 
the  Benefit  Payment  Contracts  are  received  in  Wash- 
ington, they  are  first  checked  very  carefully  by  the 
Sugar  Section,  which  approves  them  or  sends  them 
back  to  Louisiana  for  correction.  At  the  present  time 
we  understand  that  there  are  less  than  500  Louisiana 
contracts  which  have  been  suspended  pending  correc- 
tion. After  the  Sugar  Section  approves  the  contracts, 
they  go  to  office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  A.  A.  A. 
where  payments  are  computed,  the  contracts  rechecked 
and  audited  and  complete  listings  made  of  them. 
After  the  contracts  have  been  certified  for  payment  by 
the  comptroller,  they  are  sent  to  the  Disbursing  Of- 
fice, which  is  a  subsidiary  of  the  Treasury  Department. 
Each  contract  is  listed  as  to  name  and  amount  on  a 
card,  which  is  so  arranged  as  to  fit  in  the  check-making 
machine,  which   is  used   in   preparing  the  millions  of 


checks  that  go  to  farmers  on  all  basic  commodities.  At 
this  period  of  the  year  the  check-making  machine  was 
over  one-half  million  checks  in  arrears  when  the  Louis- 
iana contracts  first  appeared  on  the  scene.  While  the 
machine  has  ground  out  daily  over  50,000  checks  in 
times  of  stress,  the  whole  set-up  has  to  be  readjusted 
for  each  commodity,  because  of  certain  markings  that 
identify  the  commodity  upon  which  benefit  payments 
are  being  made.  When  the  checks  have  been  prepared, 
they  are  subjected  to  further  comparison  to  insure 
the  correct  amount  and  the  correct  address.  While  this 
explanation  can  be  made  in  a  few  lines,  the  functions 
which  are  explained  naturally  take  several  weeks.  Thus 
the  reasons  for  delays  are  apparent  and  under  the 
circumstances  we  are  sure  all  will  agree  they  are  ne- 
cessary when  we  contemplate  the  large  program  which 
is  covering  several  million  farmers  in  the  Lmited  States. 
A.  A.  A.  Policies 

Gradually  the  Louisiana  sugar  program  is  being  de- 
veloped with  a  greater  degree  of  permanence,  in  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration.  Up  to  this 
time  the  policies  of  the  A.  A.  A.  have  been  applied 
more  or  less  tentatively.  But  now  the  Benefit  Pay- 
ment Contracts  have  been  signed  and  officials  have 
the  experience  of  one  crop  year  upon  which  to  base 
their  judgment  in  applying  policies  which  are  based 
upon  the  statistical  and  historical  background  of  the 
industry  for  the  past  five  years.  Decisions  are  being 
made  as  to  the  rules  for  securing  compliance  by  grow- 
ers under  the  Benefit  Payment  Contract  and  as  to  the 
policies  which  affect  Louisiana  producers  and  proces- 
sors under  Government  control.  Generally  speaking. 
the  recent  reorganization  of  the  A.  A.  A.  is  intended 
to  speed  up  decisions  of  policy  and  to  apply  them  on  a 
practical  basis,  by  concentrating  authority  and  eliminat- 
ing the  red-tape  and  the  interminable  delays  which 
usually  attend  Government  functions. 

In  accordance  with   Section  7  of  the  Benefit  Pav- 
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ment  Contract,  a  marketing  card  is  being  printed  and 
soon  will  be  released  to  the  Louisiana  Agent  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  who  will  make  distribution 
to  processors  and  issue  instructions  thereon.  The  pro- 
cessors in  Louisiana  will  use  this  card  in  submitting 
official  figures  which  show  the  actual  adjusted  ton- 
nage of  deliveries  of  sugarcane  made  by  each  farmer 
in  1934.  These  accurate  figures  will  be  used  by  the 
A.  A.  A.  as  the  basis  of  determining  the  production 
allotment  for  each  grower  in  1935  as  provided  in  Sec- 
tion 4  of  the  Benefit  Payment  Contract.  After  these 
cards  are  checked  and  computations  made  therefrom. 
we  should  be  well  on  our  way  to  the  determination  of 
the  final  benefit  payment.  It  is  our  information  that 
the  Sugar  Section  will  insist  upon  some  compliance  on 
the  1935  crop  before  the  final  1934  benefit  payment 
is  made  to  the  grower.  If  compliance,  is  to  be  based 
upon  acreage  restriction  rather  than  upon  a  limitation 
in  the  number  of  tons  of  sugarcane  to  be  produced, 
then  compliance  would  be  fulfilled  by  acreage  adjust- 
ment. Otherwise  proof  of  compliance  could  not  be 
established  until  the  harvesting  season.  Instructions 
on  when  and  how  compliance  is  to  be  effected,  have 
yet  to  me  formulated. 

Parity  Index 
The  parity  index  for  sugarcane  has  not  been  official- 


ly determined.  As  written  before,  the  Sugar  Section 
is  still  considering  whether  it  will  select  one  monthly 
index  or  the  average  of  several  months.  We  note 
with  some  reassurance  that  the  monthly  index  (the 
price  paid  by  farmers  for  what  they  buy)  has  re- 
mained the  same,  or  126,  for  September,  October,  No- 
vember, December  1934  and  January  1935.  It  has 
been  suggested  to  us  that  the  Sugar  Section  might  take 
the  average  of  the  12  months  of  planting  and  cultiva- 
tion for  the  1934  crop,  which  they  suggest  would  be 
October  1933  to  October  1934  but  we  still  maintain 
that  since  parity  refers  to  what  the  farmer  can  buy 
from  the  sale  of  his  products,  the  index  should  be  se- 
lected at  the  time  of  harvest  when  he  usually  sells  his 
produce.  If  any  average  is  to  be  taken,  then  it  should 
be  the  average  of  the  months  indicated  in  the  Sugar- 
cane Purchase  Contract,  that  is,  October  1934  to 
March  1935. 


Public  Hearing  Considered 

Since  the  growers  and  processors  are  now  looking 
forward  to  the  1935  crop,  it  will  be  interesting  to  learn 
that  the  Louisiana  Grower- Processor  Committee  has 
been  asked  whether  a  public  hearing  on  the  1935  Pur- 
chase Contract  is  desired  and  when.  Should  a  public 
hearing  be  called,  the  present  plan  is  to  make  the  1934 
Sugarcane  Purchase  Contract  the  basis  of  the  discus- 
sion. The  hearing  would  be  formal,  presided  over  by 
one  of  the  official  presiding  officers  of  the  A.  A.  A., 
and  a  reporter  would  take  down  all  testimony  and  pro- 
vide a  transcript  thereof  to  the  Sugar  Section.  At 
least  fifteen  days  notice  will  be  given  of  the  date  and 
place  of  such  public  hearing. 

Labor  Conditions 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  pro- 
vides that  there  should  be  an  "equitable  division"  be- 
tween processor  and  grower  and  worker,  and  in  fur- 
ther view  of  Section  10  of  the  Benefit  Payment  Con- 
tract which  provides  for  the  fixing  of  minimum 
wages  "on  the  basis  of  a  fair  and  equitable  division 
among  processors,  producers  and  workers,  of  the  pro- 
ceeds derived  from  the  growing  and  marketing  of  su- 
garcane and  the  products  thereof,"  the  Louisiana 
Grower-Processor  Committee  has  been  requested  to 
make  a  survey  of  the  labor  conditions  in  Louisiana, 
compiling  all  facts  thereto  pertaining,  and  making  re- 
commendations to>  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  there- 
on. 

Syrup  Program 

Now  that  the  Sugar  program  is  under  way,  the  Su- 
gar Section  has  turned  its  attention  seriously  to  the 
preparation  of  a  syrup  program  for  growers  in  Louis- 
iana who  deliver  sugarcane  to  syrup  mills.  The  pro- 
gram seems  to  be  taking  form  and  is  receiving  the  per- 
sonal attention  of  the  higher  officials  in  the  A.  A.  A. 
The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has  all  along  in- 
sisted that  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  applies  to  sugar- 
cane as  a  basic  commodity  and  not  primarily  to  the 
products  made  from  sugarcane.  We  have  reason  to 
believe  that  this  view  has  received  the  favorable  con- 
sideration of  the  Sugar  Section.  The  competition  of 
syrup  mills  with  sugar  houses  in  Louisiana  for  the 
purchase  of  sugarcane  in  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Belt, 
makes  a  syrup  program  an  adjunct,  if  not  actually  a 
part,  of  the  sugar  program.  Preliminary  information 
will  be  sought  officially  from  the  various  sugar  mills 
in  Louisiana  so  that  accurate  figures  may  be  secured 
on  the  sales  and  deliveries  by  growers  of  sugarcane  to 


March    1.    1935 


THE  SUGAR   BULLETIN 


syrup  mills  in  the  I^ouisiana  Sugar  Belt.  The  pres- 
ent intention  is  to  have  the  Benefit  Payment  Contract 
pretty  much  the  same  as  in  the  sugar  program,  except 
that  the  base  production  will  be  taken  from  the  1934 
crop  and  the  Benefit  Payment  will  be  made  at  one 
time. 


Borer  Resistant  Cane 

Elsewhere  in  this  issue  we  publish  an  article  by  Mr. 
T.  E.  Holloway  in  which  he  advances  some  new  ideas 
about  the  resistance  of  different  varieties  of  cane  to 
the  cane  borer  and  points  out  that  in  the  breeding  of 
most  of  the  new  varieties  the  idea  of  developing  a 
borer  resistant  cane  was  not  especially  considered.  Mr. 
Holloway  says  that  if,  in  breeding  new  varieties,  borer 
resistance  be  made  one  of  the  prime  objectives,  it  can 
almost  surely  be  obtained.  His  article  is  very  interest- 
ing and  opens  up  a  new  picture. 


Borer  Control  By  Breeding  Sugar 
Cane  For  Resistance 

By  T.  E.  HOLLOWAY, 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine, 
U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 

An  Investigation  of  the  varieties  of  sugar  cane  planted 
!n  Louisiana  in  their  relation  to  the  sugar  cane  moth 
borer,  Diatraea  saccharalis  Fab.,  was  begun  by  the  writer 
early  in  1933.  ^In  the  SUGAR  BULLETIN  for  October 
15,  1933,  the  results  were  summarized,  and  the  statement 
was  made  that  "there  appears  to  be  an  actual  resistance 
in  certain  varieties  to  the  cane  borer,"  and  the  theory 
was  advanced  that  stalk  hardness  is  one  factor. 

L.  D.  Cleare  (Agr.  Jl.  Br.  Guiana.  March,  1934)  says 
of  a  similar  investigation,  "it  appeared  that  seedling 
canes  could  be  grouped  to  some  extent  at  least  according 
to  their  parentage,  and  there  was  an  indication  that  the 
'resistance'  .  .  .  was  of  a  character  capable  of  transmission. 
A  preliminary  account  of  this  work  was  published  in 
Tropical  Agriculture,  Vo.  IX,  No.  9,  1932." 

The  present  writer  believes  that  his  latest  results  tend 
to  substantiate  Cleare  and  to  go  further  in  the  same 
direction. 

Studies  were  made  in  Louisiana  during  1934  as  to 
the  degree  of  hardness  of  the  stalks,  the  number  of  eggs 
deposited  by  the  moths,  and  the  stalk  and  joint  infes- 
tation at  harvest.  The  hardness  tests  were  made  by  a 
puncturing  instrument  which  showed  the  resistance  of 
the  stalks  in  pounds  and  ounces.  It  was  found  that 
stalk  hardness  has  something  to  do  with  final  infesta- 
tion— the  harder  varieties  resisting  the  borer  to  some 
extent — but  that  there  are  evidently  other  factors  still 
unknown.  Thus,  though  the  variety  P.  0.  J.  234  is  a 
little  softer  than  P.  0.  J.  213,  the  latter  ranks  as  the 
favorite  with  the  borer.  On  the  other  hand,  P.  O.  J.  36M 
has  a  lower  borer  infestation  than  its  stalk  hardness 
would  seem  to  warrant. 

It  has  become  evident^  that  there  are  two  sorts  of  re- 
sistance to  the  borer — resistance  to  the  moth  and  resist- 
ance to  the  larva.  It  seems  that  a  variety  may  be  re- 
sistant to  the  moth  and  not  to  the  larva,  to  the  larva 
and  not  to  the  moth,  or  it  may  have  both  kinds  of  re- 
sistance or  none  at  all.  It  is  impossible  in  this  short 
paper  to  give  a  number  of  tables  which  have  been  com- 
piled, but  Table  1  summarized  the  infestation  studies 
on   nearly   16,000   cane   stalks,   and   also  the  searches  for 


eggs  occupying  over  8,000  minutes.  It  should  be  men- 
tioned that  eleven  varieties  of  sugar  cane  were  studied, 
as  planted  by  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  U.  S.  D.  A., 
in  nineteen  replicated  test  fields,  located  on  various 
sugar  plantations   in   Louisiana. 

TABLE    1. 
Per  cent        Per  cent       Avg.  no.        Avg.  no. 
stalks  joints    eggs,  minute    eggs  per 

Variety  bored  bored  of  exam.        cluster 

P.    O.    J.    36M 37.3  4.8  1.30  22.84 

Co.     290    41.2  5.9  1.75  26.56 

C.   P.   807   49.4  6.1  4.17  26.23 

C.    P.    28-19    51.4  6.9  3.08  28.50 

Co.     281    43.8  7.1  1.73  26.31 

C.    P.    28-11    _ 59.1  10.3  3.16  32.00 

P.    O.    J.    234 62.9  11.9  7.43  33.13 

C.    P.    29-320. 81.6  13.6 

C.  P.    29-291    __  86.6  16.1  

P.   O.   J.   213   __  78.1  20.6  10.67  33.36 

D.  95    ._ 93.7  22.7  

It  will  be  seen  that  P.  O.  J.  36M  is  lowest  in  stalks 
and  joints  bored.  This  is  combined  with  the  least  num- 
ber of  eggs  found  per  minute  of  examination  and  the 
lowest  number  of  eggs  per  cluster.  (The  moths  deposit 
clusters  of  flattened  eggs  on  the  leaves.)  With  the  ex- 
ception of  D.  95,  one  of  the  old  type  varieties  now  ex- 
tensively grown  on  only  one  plantation,  P.  O.  J.  213  has 
the  highest  percentage  of  joints  bored,  with  the  great- 
est number  of  eggs  per  minute  and  per  cluster.  P.  O.  J. 
234  is  next  of  the  varieties  generally  planted.  Unfortu- 
nately, the  new  varieties  now  being  introduced,  C.  P.  29- 
291  and  C.  P.  29-320,  are  ahead  of  P.  O.  J.  234.  C.  P.  28-11, 
another  new  variety,  is  just  behind  it. 

Of  the  other  varieties,  Co.  281  seems  to  stand  out  as 
having  a  fairly  high  percentage  of  stalks  and  joints 
bored,  but  with  a  low  number  of  eggs  per  minute  and 
per  cluster.  It  would  appear  that  Co.  281  is  moth-resist- 
ant, or  unattractive  to  the  moths,  in  that  they  deposit 
on  it  few  eggs  and  small  clusters  of  eggs,  but  that  it  is 
attractive  to  the  larvae,  in  that  a  comparatively  few 
larvae  produce  a  fairly  high  infestation. 

To  continue  with  this  line  of  thought,  P.  O.  J.  213 
seems  to  have  both  moth  and  larval  attraction;  C.  P.  807 
has  some  moth  attraction  and  some  larval  resistance, 
suffering  less  in  infestation  than  the  eggs  per  minute, 
if  not  per  cluster,  would  seem  to  indicate;  P.  O.  J.  36M 
seems  to  have  both  moth  and  larval  resistance  to  a  con- 
siderable degree;  while  Co.  290  is  somewhat  between  P. 
O.  J.  36M  and  Co.  281. 

P.  O.  J.  36M  seems  to  tend  toward  the  ideal  of  borer 
resistance,  though  it  must  be  admitted  that  it  is  not  per- 
fect. However,  with  only  4.8  per  cent  joints  bored  it 
has  about  half  the  average  and  less  than  one-fourth  the 
maximum  infestation. 

The  Possible  Solution  of  the  Borer  Problem. 

It  is  indicated  that  P.  O.  J.  36M  is  resistant,  while 
all  other  varieties  are  either  less  resistant  or  actually 
susceptible.  If  we  could  discover  the  reason  for  this 
condition  we  might  see  the  way  to  the  solution  of  the 
problem   of  controlling  the  borer. 

An  attempt  to  determine  the  chemical  and  other  dif- 
ferences between  R  O.  J.  213,  for  instance,  and  P.  O.  J. 
36M  might  be  considered.  Cleare,  already  quoted,  thinks 
that  the  resistance  is  "due,  in  all  probability,  to  the 
fibrous  content  and  its  arrangement  in  the  cane." 

Another  line  of  attack  is  to  determine  whether  he- 
redity has  anything  to  do  with  resistance  to  the  borer. 
Information  on  the  ancestry  of  the  varieties  was  sought 
from   Mr.   George  Arceneaux,   Bureau   of  Plant   Industry, 
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and  he  kindly  provided  both  published  and  unpublished 
data. 

An  investigation  into  this  matter  revealed  some 
rather  astonishing  facts.  It  was  found  that  the  resistant 
P.  O.  J.  36M  has  an  exceptional  ancestry,  and  traces  to 
a  different  cross  from  every  other  variety.  On  the  other 
hand,  all  varieties  except  36M  proceed  from  one  cross 
which  is  noted  for  its  susceptible  descendants. 

36M  comes  from  a  cross  of  Chunnee  and  the  some- 
what resistant  Louisiana  Striped,  while  the  susceptible 
213  and  234  come  from  a;  cross  between  Chunnee  and  the 
susceptible  Louisiana  Purple.  Curiously  enough,  all  other 
varieties  spring  from  213,  which  is  the  most  susceptible 
of  all.  Table  2  graphically  indicates  this  unsuspected 
situation. 

In  other  words,  a  resistance-producing  cross  was  used 
once,  to  produce  36M,  while  a  susceptibility-producing 
cross  is  responsible  for  every  other  variety  now  grown. 
Even  the  susceptible  D.  74  has  been  brought  in  as  a 
parent.  Is  it  surprising  that  susceptibility  is  the  rule 
rather  than  the  exception? 

The  reason  for  this  strange  family  tree  is,  of  course, 
that  the  plant  breeders  all  over  the  world  have  bred 
with  disease-resistance  and  other  qualities  in  mind,  with- 
out considering  insect-resistance.  This  was  quite  natural, 
as  the  plant  breeders  are  botanists  and  pathologists — not 
entomologists.  On  the  other  hand,  the  entomologists  have 
failed  to  point  out  the  borer-resistant  varieties.  They 
have  been  trying  to  control  the  pest  by  the  means  fa- 
miliar to  entomologists — destroying  injurious  insects  and 
encouraging  beneficial  ones.  The  plant  breeders  and  the 
entomologists  have  never  realized  that  their  co-opera- 
tion may  solve  the  borer  problem.  In  fact,  it  has  re- 
quired an  investigation  of  two  years  to  bring  out  sig- 
nificant facts  which  indicate  the  desirability  of  co-opera- 
tion. 

Undoubtedly,  the  right  plan  for  the  future  would  be 
for  entomologists  to  determine  borer-resistant  varieties, 
and  for  the  plant  breeders  to  use  such  varieties  in  their 
crosses. 
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Raceland  Factory 
Raceland,  La. 


GODCHAUX  SUGARS,  Inc. 

Producers  and  Refiners     Domestic  and  Foreign  Sugars 


MAIN   OFFICE 

10th  Floor 

Masonic  Temple  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 
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TESTS  SHOW  GREATER  PROFIT 
FROM  NA£RO'  CYANAMID  ALONE 

Yields  of  Cane  and  Sugar  on  Stubble  Cane  from  Cyanamid  Only,  and  Cyanamid  and  Superphosphate 


ACRE  APPLICATION 

200    lbs. 

Cyanamid 

200   lbs.    Cyanamid   and 

only 

200    lbs.    superphosphate 

1929» 

Tons    Cane 

Lbs.   Sugar 

Tons   Cane 

Lbs.   Sugar 

Estate  of  H.  C.  Minor   (Crescent  Farm) 

21.34 

4268 

22.63 

4489 

Godchaux  Sugars  (Mary  Plantation) 

33.69 

5546 

32.48 

5394 

Glenwood  Sugars 

34.15 

6425 

33.54 

6160 

Sterling  Sugars    (Camperdown   Plantation) 

24.65 

4896 

25.71 

5008 

South  Coast  (Ashland  Plantation) 

25.97 

4177 

24.63 

4024 

Average   (1929) 

27.96 

5062 

27.79 

5015 

1930** 

Estate  of  Harry  L.  Laws   (Cinclare) 

19.92 

2105 

20.77 

2068 

Glenwood  Sugars 

17.41 

2751 

17.84 

2694 

South  Coast  (Ashland  Plantation) 

20.42 

3491 

20.94 

3767 

South  Coast  (Ashland  Plantation) 

26.73 

5045 

26.40 

4775 

J.   M.  Burguieres  Co.    (Midway  Plantation) 

17.54 

3229 

17.31 

3202 

W.  N.  Bergeron   (Enola  Plantation) 

18.66 

3170 

20.58 

3510 

M.  A.  Patout  &  Sons   (Enterprise  Plantation) 

17.04 

2950 

18.63 

3094 

J.  W.  Supple's  Sons   (Kinsale  Plantation) 

26.06 

3522 

25.62 

3433 

E.  G.  Robichaux  Co.   (Valence  Plantation) 

24.73 

4697 

26.03 

4749 

Average   (1930) 

20.94 

3440 

21.56 

3476 

1931** 

E.  G.  Robichaux  Co. 

23.02 

4006 

22.79 

3673 

Godchaux  Sugars   (Raceland) 

21.01 

3044 

20.78 

2963 

Estate  of  H.  C.  Minor   (Southdown) 

12.32 

2238 

13.40 

2344 

J.  W.  Supple's  Sons  (Catherine) 

18.06 

2418 

17.57 

2260 

Alma  Plantation 

13.25 

2190 

10.05 

1675 

Dugas  &  LeBlanc  (Westfield) 

27.69 

4279 

28.77 

4462 

Average   (1931) 

19.22 

3029 

18.89 

2896 

♦Reported  by  Arthur  H.  Rosenfeld  in  "Facts  About  Sugar,"  Vol.  26,  No.  3. 
♦•Reported  in  Louisiana  Experiment  Station  Bulletin  237. 


We  think  that  the  foregoing  results  prove  conclusively  that  nitrogen  is  the  only  plant  food  required  for 
sugar  cane  on  most  Louisiana  soils.  In  the  event,  however,  that  you  believe  that  your  soil  requires  supple- 
mental phosphoric  acid,  we  have  it  for  sale.  Where  phosphoric  acid  is  necessary,  we  advise  its  use  on  plant 
cane,  to  be  followed  by  Aero  Cyanamid  alone  on  the  stubble  crops. 


For  prices,  shipping  instructions,  and  other  information,  write  or 
phone  our  representative,  H.  R.  Kelly,  542  St.  Peter  Street,  New 
Orleans,  La.     Phone  MAin  5174. 


AMERICAN    CYANAMID    COMPANY 

Manufacturers  of  'Aero'   Cyanamid  and  'Ammo-Plios' 


30    Rockefeller    Plaza 


New   York,   N.  Y. 


'AERO'  CYANAMID  is  NITROGEN  plus  LIME 
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LE    BOURGEOIS    BROKERAGE    CO.,    INC. 

Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  BIdg.,  823  Perdido  Street 

Phone  MAin  3481 

NEW  ORLEANS 


'AERO' 

CYANAMID 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 


30    Rockefeller    Plaza 


New   York 


AMERICAN   MOLASSES  CO. 

OF  LOUISIANA 

PERE   MARQUETTE   BLDG.  NEW   ORLEANS 

Always  in  the   Market  for  All   Grades  of   Molasses 

and   Syrups 

Submit  Your  Offerings 

Correspondence    Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONGO 
Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED    COMPANIES,    INC. 

Plaquemine,  La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal     Income     Tax     Service 

736   Canal    Bank   BIdg.  New   Orleans,   La. 

Telephone    MAin   6467 


WILLIAM  L.  pWEN 

Consulting  Bacteriologist 

Author  of  Standard  Treaties  on  Sugar  Deterio- 
ration. 

Authority  on  Sugar  Storage,  Sugar  Analysis  and 
Appraisal  of  Sugar  for  Storage. 


Consultant  for  the 
LUMMUS   COMPANY 

Builders  of  Complete  Alcohol  and  Rum  Plants 


PHONE    45  77 
1504  Florida  St.  BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 


TABLE  2. 

The  Ancestry  of  the  Sugar  Cane  Varieties*  Now  Planted 
in  Louisiana. 


P.  0.  J.  36M 


P.  0.  J.  213 
P.  O.  J.  234 


Co.  281 


Co.  290 


C.  P.  807 


C.  P.  29-320 


C.  P.  28-11 
C.  P.  28-19 
C.  P.  29-291 


Louisiana  Striped 

and 
Chunnee 

Louisiana  Purple 

and 
Chunnee 

P.  O.  J.  213 

and 
Co.  206 

D.  74   (?) 

and      P.  O.J.  213 
Co.  221  and 

Co.  291 

U.  S.  1643  P.  0.  J.  213 

(self  fertilized)  and 

Saccharum 
Spontaneum    (?) 

Co.  281   (see  above) 
and  D.   74 

C.  P.  27-34  and 

U.  S.    1694  P.  0.  J.  213 

(self  fertilized) 

Co.  281   (see  above) 

and 
U.  S.  1694   (see  above) 


(Note  that  C.  P.  29-320,  28-11,  28-19  and  29-291  receive 
213  blood  from  both  parents.) 


This  Publication  a  Product  of  Our  Plant 

cCouLslana  Printing  Company 

921  Lafayette  St.  RAymond  6875 

A  call  nnll  be  appreciated 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN  MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 

(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years) 

THIBODAUX,  LA. 


ELTON     BOUDREAU     &    CO. 

COW  PEAS       SOYA  BEANS 
OTHER  FIELD  SEEDS 


206  Q.  &  C.  BIdg. 


Ra.  4644 


NEW  ORLEANS.  LA. 
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SWIFT'S  RED  STEER 

SPECIAL  CANE  GROWER 

12-8-0 

+ 

Added   Calcium   and  Magnesium 
MORE   SUGAR— MORE   PROFIT 

Read  below  the  results  of  Fertilizer  Tests  reported  in  the  Sugar 

Bulletin,  Page  3,  March  1,  1934 

FROM  THE  HOUMA  EXPERIMENT  STATION 


i. 

RESULTS    OF   FIRST   AND   SECOND   YEAR   STUBBLE    EXPERIMENTS 

(YAZOO   VERY   FINE    SANDY   LOAM) 
First  year  stubble  results   (Season  of  1930) 


ON    "SANDY     LAND" 


Mixture 
Percent 

Tons 

Pounds 

Increase  over 

Fertilizer  Applications 

Pounds  Per  Acre 

Cane 
per 

Sugar 
per 

Check 

N-P-K 

Cane 

Sugar 

Acre 

Acre 

per  Acre 

per  Acre 

20-0-0* 

123  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  20  lbs.  Nitrogen    ■ 

25.40 

4768 

3.95 

823 

8-12-0t 

327  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  24  lbs.  Nitrogen  +  36  lbs.  P,0  .     

27.83 

5427 

6.38 

1482 

20-0-0* 

246  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  40  lbs.  Nitrogen. ,     

28.60 

5254 

7.15 

1309 

12-8-Ot 

342  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen+24  lbs.  P  O  

33.26 

5840 

11.81 

18.95 

12-4-4t 

307  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen+12  lbs.  PoO"K+12  lbs. 

K.,0 __ 

29.32 

5668 

7.87 

1723 

0-0-0 

Check  ~         No  fertilizer 

Second  year  stubble  results   (Season  of  1931) 

21.45 

3945 

20-0-0* 

123  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  20  lbs.  Nitrogen     .    .  ... 

23.10 

3617 

3.99 

338 

8-12-0t 

327  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  24  lbs.  Nitrogen+36  lbs.  P  O  

25.78 

4331 

6.67 

1052 

20-O-0* 

246  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  40  lbs.  Nitrogen 

27.80 

3734 

8.69 

455 

12-8-Ot 

342  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen+24  lbs.  P,0. 

29.50 

4909 

10.39 

1630 

12-4-4 1 

307  lbs.  per  acre  equivalent  to  36  lbs.  Nitrogen+12  lbs.  P  O  +12  lbs. 

K„0 '    " 

26.48 

4446 

7.37 

1167 

0-0-0 

Check  "         No  fertilizer 

19.11 

3279 

Replicated  plots  of  1/10  acre  in  size 

♦Nitrate  of  soda  alone  was  used  on  the  all-nitrogen  plots. 

tThe  amount  of  each  mixture  to  apply  to  make  up  the  equivalent  of  20,  40  or  60  pounds  of  plant  food  per  acre 
will,  of  course,  vary  according  to  the  analysis  of  the  materials  which  are  used  in  the  mixtures.  In  these  ex- 
periments nitrate  of  soda,  containing  16.25  per  cent  N.,  was  used  as  a  source  of  nitrogen.  The  phosphoric 
acid  was  from  20  per  cent  superphosphate  and  the  potash  from  muriate  of  potash  analyzing  48  per  cent  K..O. 


Where  the  12-8-0  mixture  was  used  more  sugar  was  produced  per  acre  than  where  Nitrogen 
alone  was  applied.  On  first  year  stubble  the  combination  of  36  pounds  of  Nitrogen  and  24  pounds 
of  Phosphoric  Acid  produced  586  pounds  more  sugar  than  40  pounds  of  Nitrogen.  On  second  year 
stubble  36  pounds  of  Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  of  Phosphoric  Acid  produced  1175  pounds  more 
sugar.  300  pounds  of  12-8-0  per  acre  gives  you  36  pounds  of  Nitrogen  and  24  pounds  Phosphoric 
Acid. 

Phone   or    write    Mr.    Percy  A.  Lemann,  Donaldson ville.  La. 

or 

SWIFT  AND  COMPANY  FERTILIZER  WORKS 

1711    MASONIC   TEMPLE 


Phone  RAymond  2640 


NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 
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Grow  More  Cane  To  The  Acre 

Use 

t 

Calcium  Nitrate 

The  Sweet  Fertilizer 

15  Percent  Nitrogen  20%  Calcium 

Six  (6)  Reasons  Why  You  Should  Choose 
CALCIUM  NITRATE 

(1)  It  furnishes   quick-acting,   water-soluble   nitrogen 

(2)  It   supplies    the    equivalent    of  50%  limestone  in 
water-soluble  form. 

(3)  It  is  in  wonderful   mechanical   condition  requires 
no  regrinding. 

(4)  It  does  not  puddle  heavy  soils. 

(5)  It  checks  soil  acidity. 

(6)  It  produces  excellent  crop  results. 

SHIPPED  IN  100-POUND,  MOISTURE-RESISTANT,  EVEN- WEIGHT 

BAGS 

•  •   • 

We  handle  all  grades  of  fertilizers  and  fertilizer  material  at  code  prices 
Let  us  quote  you  on  COW  PEAS,  SOYA  BEANS,  VELVET  BEANS,  etc. 

•  •    • 

Gay-Sullivan  &  Company,  Incorporated 

FERTILIZER  AND  SEED  DEPARTMENT 

207  North  Peters  St.  Phones  MAin  2584-2585  New  Orleans,  La. 
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League  Committee  Goes  To  Washington 

Messrs.  C.  D.  Kemper  of  St.  Mary  Parish,  Frank  L.  Barker  of  Lafourche  Parish,  and  Leon  Landry  of 
Iberia  Parish,  a  committee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  left  for  Washington  last  Monday  night 
to  straighten  out  several  situations  that  have  arisen  there  that  are  not  satisfactory  to  the  Louisiana  sugar 
producers.  They  were  accompanied  by  Mr.  Marcel  J.  Voorhies,  representative  in  Louisiana  of  the  United 
States  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

One  of  the  matters  to  be  handled  by  the  Committee  relates  to  a  recent  ruling  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Administration  which  permits  the  Island  of  Puerto  Rico  to  produce  and  ship  to  the  United 
States  a  large  quantity  of  high  grade  molasses,  virtually  a  syrup,  which  will  be  made  from  cane  grown 
there  that  will  not  be  made  into  sugar  because  to  do  so  would  lead  to  the  production  of  a  greater  quantity 
of  sugar  in  that  island  than  is  allowed  under  the  Puerto  Rico  quota.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  sugar  is 
defined  in  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  as  including  edible  molasses  and  syrups  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League  contends  that  the  intent  and  letter  of  the  law  will  be  disregarded  if  this  high  grade  molasses 
or  syrup  is  permitted  to  be  made,  even  though  the  Government  declares  that  its  use  will  be  restricted  to 
cattle  feeding  and  distillation.  To  whatever  extent  it  is  used,  and  for  whatever  purpose,  it  will  displace 
a  similar  amount  of  molasses  made  in  Louisiana. 

Another  highly  important  matter  to  be  handled  by  the  Committee  is  the  prospective  delay  by  the 
Government  in  making  the  final  benefit  payments  to  Louisiana  cane  growers  on  the  1934  crop.  The 
attitude  of  the  Government  is  said  to  be  that  the  final  benefit  payment  on  the  1934  crop,  now  badly  needed 
in  Louisiana  to  finance  crop  operations  for  1935,  will  not  be  made  until  a  survey  can  be  conducted  to  see 
whether  everyone  has  planted  only  such  acreage  as  apparently  will  comply  with  the  production  figure 
assigned  him  for  1935  and  has  not  planted  more  cane  for  1935  than  is  allowed  him  under  his  benefit  pay- 
ment contract.  This  carries  with  it  a  disquieting  inference  that  whereas  the  cane  sugar  quota  for  the 
United  States  has  been  hitherto  computed,  with  Louisiana  and  Florida  lumped  together,  at  261,000  tons, 
the  intent  may  now  be  to  separate  the  two  areas,  and  specify  Louisiana's  share  at  an  unsatisfactory  per- 
centage of  the  two.  In  1934  Louisiana  made  some  230,000  tons  and  Florida's  grinding  is  reported  to 
have  produced  30,000  tons. 

An  effort  to  have  the  index  figure  set  higher  than  122,  which,  it  is  reported,  has  been  decided  on  by 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration,  will  be  made.  The  index  figure  during  the  production  and 
sale  of  the  1934  crop  was  126. 

The  Committee  will  also  look  into  various  other  matters  that  have  come  to  the  surface  recently  in 
connection  with  Washington  affairs  but  which  are  of  less  serious  import — at  least  for  the  time  being — 
than  the  above. 

Messrs.  Kemper,  Barker  and  Landry  are  expected  to  return  about  March  18th. 
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Where  Is  Hamlet? 


The  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
has  issued  a  very  comprehensive  publication  en- 
titled "The  Agricultural  Outlook  for  1935."  It  was 
prepared  by  the  staff  of  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics,  assisted  by  representatives  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration,  the  Ex- 
tension Service,  and  the  various  State  Agricultural 
Colleges  and  Extension  Services. 

The  agricultural  products  discussed,  all  of  which 
are  carefully  reviewed,  include  wheat,  flaxseed, 
cotton,  cottonseed,  feed  crops,  livestock,  hay,  meat 
animals,  hogs,  cattle,  sheep  and  wool,  mohair, 
horses  and  mules,  dairy  products,  poultry  and  eggs, 
turkeys,  clover,  alfalfa,  potatoes,  cabbages,  toma- 
toes, onions,  watermelons,  other  truck  crops,  apples, 
pears,  peaches,  cherries,  grapes,  strawberries,  beans, 
peanuts,  tobacco,  broom-corn,  and  rice. 

Sugar  beets  and  sugar  cane,  although  they  are 
by  law  basic  agricultural  commodities  in  the  United 
States,  are  not  mentioned.  As  far  as  one  may  be 
able  to  judge  from  this  publication  the  United 
States  produces  none  of  either. 


Processing  Tax  Changes 

By  C.  J.  BOURG 
The  new  sugar  tax  regulations  became  effective  on 
March    1st,    1935,  and  have  been   designated   "Sugar 
Regulations,  Series  1,  No.  1". 

There  has  been  no  change  in  the  processing  tax  on 
sugar  except  that  sugars  polarizing  as  low  as  92°  will 
have  the  basis  of  the  tax  determined  by  the  use  of  the 
polariscopic  test.  Up  to  this  time  the  polariscopic  test 
has  been  used  only  on  sugars  down  to  96°  and  all  su- 
gars testing  less  than  96°  have  been  translated  into 
raw  value  by  determining  the  total  sugar  content.  The 
total  sugar  content  will  still  be  the  basis  of  determining 
the  raw  value  of  sugar  testing  less  than  92°  by  the 
polariscope. 

New  conversion  factors  have  been  set  up  for  syrup 
and  edible  molasses.  A  conversion  factor  of  7.56 
pounds  of  sugar,  raw  value,  per  gallon  of  syrup  of 
cane  juice  has  been  fixed.  A  conversion  factor  of  7.36 
pounds  of  sugar,  raw:  value,  per  gallon  of  edible  mo- 
lasses has  been  fixed.  Which  means  that  after  March 
1,  1935,  the  processing  tax  on  syrup  of  cane  juice  is 
$.00945  or  945/1000  of  a  cent  per  gallon,  and  the  pro- 
cessing tax  on  edible  molasses  is  $.0092  or  92/100  of 
a  cent  per  gallon,  because  the  tax  rate  on  this  syrup 
and  molasses  is  fixed  at  one-eighth  (1/8)  of  a  cent 
per  pound  of  sugar,  raw  value,  therefore 

7.56  X  .125=.945c  for  syrup  of  cane  juice 
7.36  X  .125=.92c  for  edible  molasses. 
In  other  words,  it  will  no  longer  be  necessary  for  the 
taxpayer  to  determine  the  actual  sugar  content  in  each 
instance. 

Another  revision  exempts  muscovado  sugar  sold  for 
direct  consumption,  from  the  payment  of  any  process- 
ing tax.  There  is  a  change  in  the  definition  of  re- 
finers' syrup  to  distinguish  between  refiners'  black- 
strap and  the  type  of  refiners'  syrup  which  competes 
with  sugar.  Another  revision  has  the  effect  of  requir- 
ing the  computation  of  the  tax  upon  the  amount  of 
sugar  which  goes  into  the  manufacture  of  an  article 
partly  derived  from  the  processing  of  sugar  beets, 
sugarcane  or  any  product  or  by-product  thereof. 

The  following  are  definitions  in  the  Regulations  to 
cover  the  commodities  referred  to : 
SUGAR  SIRUP — The  term  "sugar  sirup"  means  any 
product  made  by  dissolving  to  the  consistency  of 
a  sirup  any  sucrose  sugar  which  has  been  at  any 
time  wholly  or  partially  crystallized  (including 
also,  but  not  limited  to,  any  intermediate  or  final 
molasses  (often  called  "refiners  sirup")  obtained 
in  the  process  of  refining  raw  sugar  which  con- 
tains more  than  ninety  percent  (90%)  of  the  total 
solids  therein  in  the  form  of  total  sugars,  when 
used  for  human  consumption.) 
EDIBLE  MOLASSES— The  term  "edible  molasses" 
means  the  commercially  so-designated  or  so-de- 
scribed by-product  of  the  sugarcane  industry, 
when  used  for  human  consumption  (including, 
when  used  for  human  consumption,  first  molasses, 
second  molasses,  any  intermediate  or  final  mo- 
lasses (often  called  refiners'  sirup)  obtained  in  the 
process  of  refining  raw  sugar  which  does  not  con- 
tain more  than  ninety  percent  (90%)  of  the  total 
solids  therein  in  the  form  of  total  sugars,  and 
other  molasses  not  included  within  the  terms  of 
any  other  definition  in  these  regulations). 
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REFINERS'  BLACKSTRAP— The  term  "refiners' 
blackstrap"  means  the  final  molasses  obtained  in 
the  process  of  refining  raw  sugar  when  not  used 
for  human  consumption. 

MUSCOVADO  SUGAR— The  term  "muscovado  su- 
gar" means  the  dark,  moist,  sticky,  impure  sugar 
product  obtained  by  the  process  of  boiling  the 
first  cane  sirup  to  a  crystal  in  open  kettles  and 
then  running  the  crystallized  mass  into  kegs,  hogs- 
head, molds,  or  other  containers,  the  bottoms  of 
which  are  filled  with  small  holes  which,  when 
opened,  allow  the  molasses  to  drain  off. 


Advocates  Lower  Tariffs 


The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  New  Orleans  Asso- 
ciation of  Commerce,  located  in  a  city  where  the  $20,- 
000,000.00  sugar  industry  of  Louisiana  buys  nearly  all 
its  supplies  and  sells  nearly  all  its  produce,  on  Febru- 
ary 13th,  1935,  adopted  the  following  resolution, 
unanimously : 

"That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
a  surplus-producing,  world  creditor  nation,  such 
as  is  the  United  States,  cannot  now  efficiently 
function  under  rules  which  apply  to  a  world- 
debtor  nation; 

"That  in  its  judgment  the  United  States  cannot 
succeed  under  its  present  high  protective  tariff 
policy; 

That  it  realizes  that  the  transition  from  one  to 
the  other  status  cannot  come  immediately,  but  it 
is  believed  that  a  gradual  policy  of  reduction  of 
import  tariffs  should  be  undertaken  at  once,  and 
endorses  the  action  of  Congress  in  giving  au- 
thority to  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
negotiate; 

"That  the  Board  of  Directors  therefore  memor- 
ializes the  Administration  to  make  these  trade 
agreements  and  put  them  into  effect  as  rapidly  as 
possible." 

We  are  not  authorized  to  speak  for  such  other  large 
interests  of  this  territory  as  the  lumber  and  rice  in- 
dustries, but  it  is  likely  that  those  engaged  in  those  in- 
dustries which,  along  with  sugar,  have  largely  helped 
to  build  New  Orleans,  join  with  us  in  regretting 
this  ''unanimous"  pronunciamento  by  the  leading 
commercial  body  of  the  City  they  are  accustomed  to 
doing  business  in,  of  which  no  doubt  many  of  them  are 
members  in  good  standing. 

In  a  letter  to  us  Mr.  A.  E.  Pradillo,  Secretary  of  the 
Waterway  Development  and  Transportation  Commit- 
tee of  the  New  Orleans  Association  of  Commerce, 
says  that  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Association  of 
Commerce  adopted  the  resolution  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  his  Committee  and  that  the  Board  "did  not  have 
in  mind  sugar  as  this  commodity,  as  far  as  Cuba  is 
concerned,  has  been  settled  for  the  time  being  by  the 
Trade  Agreement  between  the  U.  S.  and  Cuba  now 
in  force."  The  trade  agreement  referred  to  was  the 
first  of  the  series  of  agreements  which  the  Association 
of  Commerce  is  unanimously  endorsing  in  principle. 
It  is  already  in  effect  and  by  its  terms  the  import  duty 
on  Cuba  sugar  is  reduced  to  9/10  of  a  cent  a  pound. 


To  Facilitate  Warehousing 

The  Louisiana  State  Market  and  Warehouse  Com- 
mission, which  is  composed  of  Messrs.  Harry  D.  Wil- 
son, Chairman,  Dr.  C.  T.  Dowell,  Dr.  J.  W.  Bateman, 
Mr.  M.  W.  Scanlan  and  Mr.  E.  H.  Andrus,  with  Mr. 
H.  S.  Moles  as  Secretary  and  Mr.  W.  B.  Mercier  as 
Treasurer,  has  isued  in  pamphlet  form  the  official  reg- 
ulations and  resolutions  of  the  Commission,  which  was 
created  under  Act  223  of  the  Legislature  of  1934.  A 
copy  of  this  Act  is  printed  in  the  pamphlet. 

The  Act  is  designed  to  enable  the  storing  of  agri- 
cultural products  at  a  low  cost,  and  warehouses  oper- 
ating under  its  provisions  are  called  "State  Regulated 
Farmers'  Warehouses."  Application  blanks  for  the  es- 
tablishment of  such  warehouses  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Commission  at  its  office  in  Baton  Rouge.  The  form 
of  negotiable  receipt  which  such  warehouses  are  em- 
powered to  issue  must  also  be  obtained  from  the  Com- 
mission. The  law  should  greatly  simplify  and  cheapen 
the  storage  of  sugar  and  the  Commission  will  gladly 
send  a  copy  of  the  pamphlet  and  supply  full  details  to 
all  interested  parties. 


Aude  Sapere 

Doctors  R.  D.  Rands  and  Ernest  Dopp  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Plant  Industry,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, are  the  authors  of  a  thesis  which  has  appeared  in 
the  Journal  of  Agricultural  Research  and  which  is  en- 
titled "Variability  in  Pythium  Arrhenomanes  in  Re- 
lation to  Root  Rot  of  Sugar  Cane  and  Corn." 

Those  who  have  the  hardihood  and  good  fortune  to 
surmount  the  fourth  word  in  the  title  without  sustain- 
ing any  serious  injury  will  find  the  paper,  which  has 
been  printed  in  pamphlet  form,  to  be  an  able  treatise 
on  root  disease  of  sugar  cane,  especially  in  Louisiana, 
where  the  authors  conducted  extensive  researches. 
While  it  is  highly  scientific  and  very  much  afflicted 
by  sesquipedalia  verba,  all  of  which  will  cut  down  the 
number  of  its  readers  to  a  small  circle  of  pundits  in 
the  Universities,  it  shows  indubitably  that  Doctors 
Rands  and  Dopp  know  their  stuff  from  arrhenomanes 
to  thysanophyphalon  and  even  beyond.  Copies  may  be 
obtained  from  the  U.  S.  Government  Printing  Office 
at  Washington. 


CONFERENCE  ROOM 

The  American  Sugar  Cane   League  takes  pleasure 
in    offering    a    comfortable 

PRIVATE  CONFERENCE  ROOM 

to  any  of  its  members  who  may  have  occasion  to  use 
it.  Business  conferences  in  New  Orleans  may  thus  be 
held  in  a  secluded  and  entirely  neutral  atmosphere, 
which  is  sometimes  preferable  to  using  the  office  of 
one  of  the  conferring  parties.  No  advance  notice 
necessary.     Just  use  the  room  at  your  convenience. 
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Molasses  For  Horses  and  Mules 


(By  H.  J.  Gramlich,  Special  Adviser  on 
Feed,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture) 

Molasses  has  been  used  in  a  very  limited  way  as 
part  of  the  horse's  ration  in  many  sections  of  the 
United  States.  Usually  it  has  been  fed  as  a  con- 
ditioner and  in  small  quantities;  in  most  instances 
as  a  component  part  of  a  mixed  feed. 

At  the  present  time  molasses  is  available  at  a 
price  which  justifies  its  consideration  as  one  of  the 
more  important  parts  in  the  ration  of  the  farm 
horse  in  the  drought  area.  Not  only  is  the  price 
ratio  favorable  to  molasses,  but  the  prospects  of  a 
shortage  of  corn  and  oats,  the  two  grains  which 
normally  make  up  most  of  the  concentrated  part 
of  the  horse's  ration,  together  with  availability  of 
a  relatively  large  amount  of  molasses,  makes  the 
use  of  this  product  seem  to  be  all  the  more  im- 
portant. Likewise,  horses  as  a  class  throughout 
the  drought  area  are  thinner  than  usual  and  in  need 
of  a  conditioner. 

For  many  years  sugar  cane  has  been  grown  on 
an  extensive  basis  in  the  southern  part  of  Louis- 
iana. In  this  area  mules  are  depended  upon  al- 
most entirely  for  farm  and  plantation  power.  With 
blackstrap  molasses  available  in  this  section  in 
large  quantities  and  naturally  at  a  relatively  low 
price  compared  with  the  grains  which  not  infre- 
quently must  be  shipped  in  from  the  corn  belt,  it 
is  but  natural  that  the  feeding  of  molasses  to  mules 
would  be  a  fairly  well  established  practice  in  the 
area. 

The  following  report  may  be  of  interest  to  farm- 
ers in  the  drought  area  who  are  considering  the  use 
of  molasses  in  the  rations  of  work  horses. 

Experimental   Results   at   Louisiana   Experiment 
Station 

Dr.  M.  G.  Snell  of  the  Department  of  Animal 
Husbandry  and  Supt.  W.  G.  Taggart  of  the  Sugar 
Station  have  for  a  number  of  years  conducted  trials 
in  which  they  sought  to  ascertain  the  extent  to 
which  blackstrap  molasses  could  be  substituted  for 
ground  snapped  corn  in  the  rations  of  work  mules. 
These  tests  were  conducted  with  work  stock  on  the 
experimental  sugar  farm,  one  mule  in  each  team 
being  fed  without  molasses  and  the  other  with  it. 
The  basic  ration  in  most  trials  consisted  of  ground 
snapped  corn  and  hay.  From  6  to  8  span  of  mules 
were  used  each  year  and  each  test  continued 
throughout  a  period  of  approximately  8  months. 

The  amounts  of  molasses  fed  included  3,  6,  and 
9  lbs.,  and  in  one  trial  a  full  feed  without  other 
concentrate.  Results  showed  rather  definitely  that 
up  to  9  lbs.  daily  could  be  fed  without  apparent 
detriment  to  the  animal.  They  concluded,  how- 
ever, that  6  to  7  lbs.  per  animal  daily  is  the  most 
satisfactory  allowance.  This  amount  spread  over 
ground  snapped  corn  or  cut  hay  has  given  splendid 
results. 

Molasses  Observations  by  Dr.  Snell 

1.  Don't  dilute  molasses  if  can  avoid  it.  Water 
causes  spoilage  of  mixed  feeds  in  warm 
weather. 

2.  If    possible,    feed    molasses    mixed    with    cut 


roughage,  ground  snapped  corn,  or  whole 
roughage. 

3.  Six  lbs.  of  molasses  per  day  constitutes  a 
very  safe  allowance.  Take  a  few  days  to 
work  up  to  this  amount,  thus  accustoming  the 
animal  to  it. 

4.  Don't  grind  or  mix  ahead  more  than  for  very 
few  days  in  hot  weather.  The  ideal  plan 
would  be  to  mix  as  fed,  and  the  closer  one 
can  keep  to  this  the  better. 

5.  In  making  up  a  work  horse's  ration,  remem- 
ber that  molasses  consists  almost  entirely  of 
carbohydrate  material  and  that  a  protein  sup- 
plement should  be  added  in  case  the  roughage 
used  is  likewise  low  in  protein. 

6.  While  no  direct  experiments  have  been  con- 
ducted with  horses,  observations  throughout 
the  Sugar  Bowl  area  of  Louisiana  indicate 
that  horses  respond  to  molasses  feeding  prac- 
tically the  same  as  do  mules.  On  most  plan- 
tations there  are  several  saddle  horses,  and 
these  are  usually  fed  in  the  lot  with  the  mules. 

7.  While  the  original  method  of  feeding  mo- 
lasses to  mules  in  Louisiana  consisted  of  self- 
feeding  in  a  trough,  the  practice  of  mixing 
with  grain  or  roughage  has  become  standard 
and  is  to  be  recommended  over  this. 

8.  In  experimental  work  at  the  Louisiana  Sta- 
tion, a  ration  of  9  lbs.  molasses  and  Al/2  lbs. 
ground  snapped  corn  gave  equally  good  re- 
sults to  one  consisting  of  13^  lbs.  of  ground 
snapped  corn.  However,  everything  con- 
sidered, it  would  be  better  to  limit  the  mo- 
lasses to  6  or  possibly  7  lbs. 

Observations  at  Sugar  Plantations 
Observations    at    a    number    of    plantations    are 
offered  below : 

1.  Cinclare  Sugar  Company,  Cinclare,  Louis- 
iana. This  firm  uses  a  total  of  400  mules 
at  the  6  plantations  which  it  operates.  The 
usual  ration  fed  consists  of  20  lbs.  daily  of 
a  mixture  containing  70%  ground  snapped 
corn  and  30%  molasses.  In  addition,  grass 
hay  is  available  in  racks.  On  several  of  the 
plantations,  pasture  is  used  during  part  of 
the  season,  and  where  this  is  the  case  the 
amount  of  concentrated  mixture  is  reduced 
slightly.  In  the  absence  of  ground  snapped 
corn,  hay  is  cut  and  cracked  corn  and  ground 
oats  used  to  make  up  the  body  to  which  to 
add  molasses. 

2.  Prudential  Plantation,  Bayougoula,  Louis- 
iana. This  concern  operates  with  71  mules. 
They  are  one  of  the  few  plantations  which 
still  feeds  molasses  in  a  trough.  At  this  time 
the  mules  are  consuming  approximately  3/4 
of  a  barrel  of  molasses  daily.  This  would 
be  slightly  over  6  lbs.  per  head.  A  mixture 
of  cracked  shelled  corn  and  crushed  oats 
equal  parts  is  fed  noon  and  night,  500  lbs.  in 
each   instance. 

Thus  the  daily  ration  per  mule  is  14  lbs.  of 
the  cracked  grain  and  oats  mixture  and  6  lbs. 
of  molasses.  The  mules  have  access  to  hay 
in  racks. 

3.  Southdown  Plantation,  Houma,  Louisiana. 
This   plantation   with   a   total   of   600   mules 
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feeds  a  mixed  ration  containing  6  lbs.  of  mo- 
lasses per  animal.  Experiences  at  this  plan- 
tation have  caused  the  operators  to  be  very 
insistent  that  molasses  be  fed  as  part  of  a 
mixed  ration.  This  concern  has  110  head  of 
dairy  cows  and  they  likewise  receive  molasses 
as  part  of  their  rations. 

4.  Standard  Division  Realty  Operators  Com- 
pany, Thibodaux,  Louisiana.  One  hundred 
eighty-two  mules  at  5  plantations.  These 
mules  work  on  an  average  150  days  per  year. 
They  work  especially  hard  during  the  grind- 
ing season,  which  includes  the  months  of 
October,  November,  and  December.  The 
usual  ration  fed  on  this  plantation  per  mule 
is  a  mixture  containing: 

15  lbs.  ground  snapped  corn 

8  lbs.  ground  or  chopped  soybean  hay 

7  lbs.  molasses. 
This  year  on  account  of  the  wrecking  of  the 
corn  crop  by  a  June  storm,  the  ration  has  had 
to    be    changed    and    the    following  is  being 
used : 

7  lbs.  dried  brewers  grains  (or  rice  bran 

7  lbs.  cracked  shelled  corn 

2  lbs.  cotton  seed  meal 

7  lbs.  molasses 

7  lbs.   soybean   hay 

5.  County  Agricultural  Agent,  Lawrence  J. 
Peltier  of  Lafourche  Parish,  Thibodaux, 
Louisiana,  reports  a  keen  interest  on  the  part 
of  small  farmers  and  truckers  in  the  use  of 
of  molasses  in  rations  for  their  work  stock. 
Many  of  these  men  are  this  year  getting  mo- 
lasses in  drums  at  the  sugar  mills.  Prices 
prevailing  are: 

Molasses  „ $12.00-13.00  per  ton 

Corn    35.00  per  ton 

Cotton  Seed  Meal 42.00  per  ton 

Rice   Bran   32.00  per  ton 

Rice  Polish  36.00  per  ton 

Mr.  Kilpatrick  and  Dr.  Dalrymple,  in  their  first 
experiment,  fed  whole  ear  corn  in  a  box,  uncut  hay 
in  a  rack,  and  molasses  ad  lib  in  a  trough.  Mr. 
Kilpatrick  states  that  after  following  this  practice 
for  a  number  of  years,  they  reached  the  conclusion 
that  molasses  fed  as  such  over  a  long  period  of 
time  was  hard  on  the  mule's  teeth,  and  upon  Dr. 
Dalrymple's  recommendation  they  switched  to  a 
standard  plan  of  cutting  and  mixing  the  entire 
ration. 

Mr.  Kilpatrick's  records  on  the  daily  cost  of  feed 
per  1200  lb.  mule  show  that,  for  instance,  in  1907 
on  a  drove  including  250  head  of  mules,  the  aver- 
age feed  cost  per  day  was  19.3c.  In  1908  it  ad- 
vanced to  22.7c  and  in  1909  dropped  back  to  15.26c. 
Incidentally,  in  1934  it  was  20c.  Naturally,  the 
cost  per  day  is  dependent  upon  the  market  price 
of  feed. 

Conclusion 

It  would  seem  that  farmers  in  the  drought  area 
could  well  consider  using  some  molasses  in  the 
rations  for  their  work  horses  during  the  spring  of 
1935.  Six  pounds  (2  quarts)  per  day  fed  spread 
over  chopped  grain  or  cut  roughage  should  make 
a  satisfactory  ration. 


BULLETIN 


New  Type  of  Crystallizer 

The  Sugar  Bulletin  is  informed  that  the  U.  S. 
Patent  Office  has  issued  a  patent  to  Messrs.  J.  J. 
Munson,  Houma,  La.,  and  Gilbert  L.  Pace,  Montegut, 
La.,  covering  a  new  type  of  crystallizer  possessing 
what  its  inventors  claim  are  novel  and  distinctive 
features. 

The  "Munpace"  crystallizers,  as  they  are  called, 
are  described  to  us  as  having  no  moving  parts,  nor 
is  the  massecuite  stirred  or  agitated  by  mechanical 
means.  The  usual  conventions  of  size  and  shape 
seem  to  have  been  entirely  disregarded,  as  the  "Mun- 
pace" crystallizers  are  vertical  instead  of  horizontal, 
and  air,  under  pressure,  is  used  to  promote  circula- 
( Continued  on  page  6) 


Petroleum  And  Its  Products 


CHALMETTE    PETROLEUM 


CORPORATION 


American  Bank  Bldg.,   New  Orleans,  La. 


MACHINERY    FOR    SALE 

—  60   ft.    American    Hoist    &    Derrick    Co.,    Steel    Der- 
rick,  Complete. 

—  American    Hoist   &    Derrick   Co.,   Single    Line   Cane 
Grab. 

—  9-foot   Standard    Double   Effect,  Complete. 

—  7-foot    Standard    Double    Effect,    Complete. 
6-foot   Standard    Double   Effect,  Complete. 

—  8-foot   Standard    Bodies. 

—  30"x60"  Allis-Chalmers  Corliss  Engine  with  Balance 
Wheel. 

—  24"x48"  F.  &  S.  Corliss  Engine  with  Balance  Wheel. 

—  28"x48"    F.  &   S.   Corliss   Engine   with    Band   Wheel. 

—  28"x42"   F.  &   S.   Corliss    Engine   with    Band   Wheel. 

—  84"x20'  H.  R.  T.  Boiler,  Single  Dutch  Oven  Setting 
with    Separate    Stack,    Complete. 

—  Lambert    Double    Drum,   Twin    Engine,   Complete. 

—  Worthington   4x6    Triplex    Power    Pump. 

—  Fairbanks-Morse   Geared   Water   Pump,  4"   Suction, 
3"   Discharge. 

1 —  2J/2"    to    8"    Curtis    and    Curtis    Hand    Power    Pipe 
Machine. 

CHAS.   WIGGIN   &   SON 

329  Baiter  Building  Phone  MA  in  0158 

New  Orleans,  La. 
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FULTON    BAGS 

The   Standard   for   63   Years 

SUGAR   BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW    ORLEANS 


Phones    MAin   0696-0697 


Established   1871 


HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers   and    Distributors 
SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 

SUGAR   FUTURES 


American    Bank    Bldg. 


New   Orleans,    La. 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North   Peters  St.  NEW  ORLEANS,  U.  S.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign   and   Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201   Nola  Building— 407  Carondelet  St. 
Phone   MAin   0996 


NEW   ORLEANS,    LA. 


PENICK  &  FORD  Sales  Company,  Inc. 

Canal   Bank  Building 
NEW    ORLEANS 

BUYERS    OF    ALL     GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW    ORLEANS,    LA. 
Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 
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tion  and  assist  in  cooling.  In  addition,  vertical  tubes 
serve  to  carry  either  cold  or  hot  water  as  desired,  the 
choice  of  either  depending  upon  the  results  desired 
to  be  obtained. 

At  present  there  are  four  Louisiana  factories  using 
these  crystallizers  exclusively,  Terrebonne  and  Geor- 
gia of  the  South  Coast  Company  properties,  and 
Valentine  and  Himalaya,  and  Mr.  Will  Gibbens,  Jr., 
agent  for  these  new  crystallizers,  tells  us  that  reports 
from  these  factories  indicate  most  creditable  records 
of  performance.  Four  units,  he  says,  are  able  to 
handle  all  "C"  massecuites  in  cases  where  from  eight 
to  twelve  of  the  conventional  type  of  crystallizers  are 
usually  necessary.  "The  'C  massecuites  are  cured, 
ready  for  purging,"1  says  Mr.  Gibbens,  "in  about  half 
the  time  heretofore  required  and  invariably  purge 
easier  as  the  drying  cycle  in  the  centrifugals  is  ma- 
terially shortened.  Final  molasses  purities  are  said 
to  be  lower,  due  to  the  ease  with  which  massecuite 
temperatures  can  be  controlled  and  the  more  efficient 
circulation  obtainable." 


Plans  For  Louisiana's  Second  Cane 
Festival 


Louisiana's  second  sugar  cane  festival  promises  to 
be  a  bigger  and  better  event  in  every  way  in  1935. 
The  date  of  the  affair  has  been  definitely  set  for  each 
year,  that  date  being  the  first  Sunday  in  May,  this  year 
falling  on  May  5th. 

P.  E..  Marionneaux,  chairman  and  organizer  of  the 
first  festival  is  chairman  again  this  year  and  with  a 
large,  active,  and  enthusiastic  committee  is  formulat- 
ing a  program,  and  plans  are  well  under  way  to  make 
Sunday,  May  5th,  a  grand  and  glorious  day  for  the 
cane  grower  and  factory  operator.  In  the  near  future 
literature  will  be  mailed  each  grower  and  operator 
concerning  the  event;  and  the  committee  begs  that 
each  communication  be  answered  as  early  as  possible 
so  that  plans  can  be  made  accordingly. 

No  donations  or  entry  fees  will  be  asked ;  but  for 
the  festival  to  be  the  success  which  it  should,  each  and 
every  interested  party  in  the  industry  must  cooperate, 
putting  his  shoulder  to  the  wheel  with  the  committee  in 
charge,  helping  to  put  Louisiana's  foremost  industry 
in  that  position  on  the  map  where  it  should  be.  As 
many  planters  and  operators  as  possible  should  enter 
into  the  spirit  of  the  occasion  and  send  a  float  to  Pla- 
quemine  that  day,  with  a  young  lady  representative  for 
each  plantation  and  factory.  Last  year's  festival  will 
be  remembered  as  the  largest  and  most  beautiful  array 
of  Louisiana's  young  womanhood  ever  witnessed  any- 
where. 

The  committee  earnestly  solicits  the  cooperation  and 
help  of  each  individual  in  the  cane  industry  of  the 
state.  This  and  only  this  can  make  the  festival  the 
success  that  it  should  be. 
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Rail-Barge  Rates  On  Trial 

Examiner  Howell  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission will  conduct  a  hearing  at  the  St.  Charles  Hotel 
in  New  Orleans  beginning  at  10  a.  m.  March  20th. 
1935,  and  continuing  as  long  as  may  he  necessary  on 
the  subject  of  Joint  Rail-Barge  rates  and  Joint  Rail- 
Barge  service.  At  this  Hearing  the  whole  Rail-Barge 
and  Waterway  rate  structure,  which  has  been  attacked 
by  the  railroads,  will  be  on  trial,  and  each  shipper  of 
sugar,  molasses  or  syrup  who  is  interested  one  way  or 
another  in  waterway  and/or  rail-barge  rates,  or  dif- 
ferentials which  are  such  a  conspicuous  factor  in  our 
rate  structure  here  in  the  Louisiana  sugar  district,  is 
urged  to  be  present  at  the  Hearing  and  offer  such  tes- 
timony as  may  be  of  service  in  arriving  at  a  proper 
determination  of  this  highly  important  matter.  Under 
no  circumstances  should  it  be  allowed  to  go  by  default 
through  lack  of  interest  or  lack  of  aggressive  action 
on  the  part  of  our  shippers.  Those  proposing  to  at- 
tend should  immediately  communicate  with  the  New 
Orleans  Joint  Traffic  Bureau,  Board  of  Trade  Annex, 
New  Orleans,  from  whom  full  particulars  can  be  ob- 
tained. The  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  because 
of  a  diversity  of  views  in  its  membership,  asks  each 
shipper  to  present  his  opinions  independently  at  the 
Hearing. 


P.  W.  A.  May  Build  New  Sugar 
Experiment  Station 


There  is  a  possibility,  and  perhaps  we  may 
almost  say  a  probability,  that  the  Public  Works 
Administration  may  allot  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  to  erect  a  large,  fireproof  building  at  the 
U.  S.  Sugar  Plant  Field  Station  at  Houtna  to  sup- 
plement or  replace  the  buildings  erected  there  by 
and  at  the  expense  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League. 

Two  of  the  buildings  erected  by  the  League  are 
still  in  use,  but  the  third  was  recently  burned.  The 
Government  scientists  who  worked  in  the  building 
that  was  burned  are  now  working  in  the  two  re- 
maining buildings,  seriously  overcrowding  them. 
Splendid  work  has  been  done  at  the  Houma  Sta- 
tion since  the  League  made  it  possible  some  years 
ago  by  constructing  the  necessary  buildings  accord- 
ing to  Federal  specifications,  and  the  scope  and 
importance  of  the  work  has  steadily  grown  and 
will  continue  to  grow  from  year  to  year. 

If  the  Government's  Public  Works  program  in- 
cludes a  large,  handsome  building  for  the  Houma 
Station  it  will  give  great  impetus  to  the  whole 
undertaking  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  plan  will 
bear  fruit.  Strong  influences  in  the  U.  S.  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  are  behind  it.  A  necessary 
feature  of  the  project  will  undoubtedly  be  the 
acquisition  of  considerably  more  land  than  is  now 
leased  or  controlled  and  the  importance  of  the  de- 
velopment to  the  locality  will  be  such  that  all  the 
land  needed  will  doubtless  be  quickly  offered  if  the 
project  goes  through. 
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TESTS  SHOW  GREATER  PROFIT 
FROM  xAERO'  CYANAMID  ALONE 

Yields  of  Cane  and  Sugar  on  Stubble  Cane  from  Cyanamid  Only,  and  Cyanamid  and  Superphosphate 


ACRE  APPLICATION 

200    lbs. 

Cyanamid 

200   lbs.   Cyanamid   and 

only 

200    lbs.    superphosphate 

1929* 

Tons   Cane 

Lbs.   Sugar 

Tons   Cane 

Lbs.   Sugar 

Estate  of  H.  C.  Minor  (Crescent  Farm) 

21.34 

4268 

22.63 

4489 

Godchaux  Sugars  (Mary  Plantation) 

33.69 

5546 

32.48 

5394 

Glenwood  Sugars 

34.15 

6425 

33.54 

6160 

Sterling  Sugars    (Camperdown  Plantation) 

24.65 

4896 

25.71 

5008 

South  Coast  (Ashland  Plantation) 

25.97 

4177 

24.63 

4024 

Average  (1929) 

27.96 

5062 

27.79 

5015 

1930** 

Estate  of  Harry  L.  Laws   (Cinclare) 

19.92 

2105 

20.77 

2068 

Glenwood  Sugars 

17.41 

2751 

17.84 

2694 

South  Coast  (Ashland  Plantation) 

20.42 

3491 

20.94 

3767 

South  Coast  (Ashland  Plantation) 

26.73 

5045 

26.40 

4775 

J.  M.  Burguieres  Co.   (Midway  Plantation) 

17.54 

3229 

17.31 

3202 

W.  N.  Bergeron   (Enola  Plantation) 

18.66 

3170 

20.58 

3510 

M.  A.  Patout  &  Sons  (Enterprise  Plantation) 

17.04 

2950 

18.63 

3094 

J.  W.  Supple's  Sons   (Kinsale  Plantation) 

26.06 

3522 

25.62 

3433 

E.  G.  Robichaux  Co.   (Valence  Plantation) 

24.73 

4697 

26.03 

4749 

Average  (1930) 

20.94 

3440 

21.56 

3476 

1931** 

E.  G.  Robichaux  Co. 

23.02 

4006 

22.79 

3673 

Godchaux  Sugars   (Raceland) 

21.01 

3044 

20.78 

2963 

Estate  of  H.  C.  Minor  (Southdown) 

12.32 

2238 

13.40 

2344 

J.  W.  Supple's  Sons  (Catherine) 

18.06 

2418 

17.57 

2260 

Alma  Plantation 

13.25 

2190 

10.05 

1675 

Dugas  &  LeBlanc  (Westfield) 

27.69 

4279 

28.77 

4462 

Average  (1931) 

19.22 

3029 

18.89 

2896 

•Reported  by  Arthur  H.  Rosenfeld  in  "Facts  About  Sugar,"  Vol.  26,  No.  3. 
'♦Reported  in  Louisiana  Experiment  Station  Bulletin  237. 

We  think  that  the  foregoing  results  prove  conclusively  that  nitrogen  is  the  only  plant  food  required  for 
sugar  cane  on  most  Louisiana  soils.  In  the  event,  however,  that  you  believe  that  your  soil  requires  supple- 
mental phosphoric  acid,  we  have  it  for  sale.  Where  phosphoric  acid  is  necessary,  we  advise  its  use  on  plant 
cane,  to  be  followed  by  Aero  Cyanamid  alone  on  the  stubble  crops. 

For  prices,  shipping  instructions,  and  other  information,  write  or 
phone  our  representative,  H.  R.  Kelly,  542  St.  Peter  Street,  New 
Orleans,  La.     Phone  MAin  5174. 


AMERICAN    CYANAMID    COMPANY 

Manufacturers  of  'Aero'   Cyanamid  and   'Ammo-Phos' 

30   Rockefeller   Plaza  New  York,   N.  Y. 


'AERO'  CYANAMID  is  NITROGEN  plus  LIME 
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Report  On  Washington  Situation 


(By  C.  D.  Kemper,  Chairman  of  Special  Washington  Committee) 


A  special  meeting  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League's  Executive  Committee  was  held  in  New  Or- 
leans on  March  9th.,  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
the  fact  that  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  AAA  was  pro- 
posing to  allot  to  Louisiana,  only  215,000  tons  of  sugar. 
The  Sugar  Section  was  indicating  that  they  would  de- 
duct 12%  from  the  base  production  of  all  growers 
so  that  the  total  production  of  sugar  cane  in  Louisiana 
would  be  only  2,866,000  tons,  whereas  the  total  base 
production  as  selected  by  each  grower  under  the  avail- 
able options  would  amount  to  3,200,000  tons  of  cane. 

A  general  discussion  of  the  situation  brought  out  the 
apparent  fact  that  the  Administration  had  no  legal 
right  at  this  late  date  to  make  such  a  deduction.  It 
was  suggested  that  legal  advice  be  sought. 

The  Executive  Committee  selected  six  of  its  mem- 
bers to  go  to  Washington  for  the  purpose  of  doing  all 
possible  to  convince  the  Sugar  Section  that  Louisiana 
should  be  permitted  to  produce,  under  a  quota  to  be 
fixed,  the  full  amount  of  sugar  that  would  be  obtained 
from  the  processing  of  3.200,000  tons  of  cane  as  repre- 
sented by  the  total  of  all  contracts  that  had  been  en- 
tered into  by  all  cooperating  cane  growers.  Only 
three  members  of  the  Committee  of  six  found  it  possi- 
ble to  attend  a  conference  with  Mr.  Dalton,  which  had 
been  fixed  by  appointment  through  our  Washington 
office,  for  Thursday  morning,  March  14th. 

The  Committee,  consisting  of  Barker,  Landry  and 
Kemper,  arrived  in  Washington  on  Wednesday  morn- 
ing and  held  a  conference  with  E.  M.  Rabenold,  a  New 
York  attorney  who  practises  law  in  Washington.  Ar- 
rangements were  made  with  Mr.  Rabenold.  Rabenold 
and  Kemper  held  a  conference  with  Mr.  Dalton  dur- 
ing the  afternoon  of  Wednesday  and  a  thorough  dis- 
cussion of  the  legal  status  of  the  Louisiana  contract 
was  gone  into. 

Mr.   Dalton  and   representatives  of  other  branches 


of  the  AAA  held  a  conference  with  the  Louisiana 
Committee  on  Thursday  morning.  Mr.  Dalton  stead- 
fastly insisted  that  he  would  not  grant  Louisiana  and 
Florida  a  quota  of  sugar  that  exceeded  260,000  tons 
referred  to  in  Section  "B"  of  the  Jones-Costigan 
Amendment.  He  changed  the  proposed  215,000  tons 
to  221,000  tons  as  Louisiana's  quota,  when  it  was 
developed  that  the  Administration  had  already  granted 
to  Florida  a  quota  for  1935  of  39,000  tons  of  sugar, 
which  by  deduction  would  leave  Louisiana  only  221.000 
tons.  The  Louisiana  Committee  vigorously  objected 
and  pointed  out  the  manifest  unfairness  of  alloting  a 
share  of  partnership  sugar  to  the  minority  interest 
without  consultation  with  the  majority  interest.  We 
urged  that  we  had  no  quarrel  with  Florida  and  insisted 
that  since  Florida  was  satisfied  with  a  39,000  ton  al- 
lotment, which  amply  took  care  of  their  base  produc- 
tion, that  Louisiana  now  should  be  granted  241,000 
tons  of  sugar  to  take  care  of  its  base  production.  We 
pointed  out  that  the  total  of  these  two  sums  was  exact- 
ly equal  to  the  250,000  long  tons  that  Congress  intend- 
ed that  the  Secretary  should  grant  under  Section  "C" 
of  the  Jones-Costigan  Amendment. 

Mr.  Dalton  insisted  that  he  would  not  grant  Louis- 
iana any  allotment  that  involved  the  use  of  Section 
"C",  and  as  a  result  of  his  attitude  the  Louisiana  Com- 
mittee announced  that  they  would  appeal  from  this 
decision. 

Congressmen  Montet,  Sanders  and  Cleveland  Dear, 
together  with  Congressman  Sandlin,  were  conferred 
with.  Tbis  Committee  of  Congressmen  arranged  for 
and  held  a  conference  with  the  Secretary  of  Ag-icul- 
ture  and  with  Mr.  Dnlton,  the  exact  result^  of  which 
are  not  yet  known. 

The  Louisiana  Committee  learning  that  the  Sugar 
Section  contemplated  making  a  material  change  in  the 
syrup  program,  got  into  communication  with  the  New 
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Committee  to  which  it  seems  to  appertain. 

Orleans  office  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 
and  'requested  that  a  special  committee  of  producers 
of  Sugar  cane  for  syrup  and  syrup  producers  be  sent 
to  Washington.  A  Committee  of  four,  who  were  in- 
terested in  syrup  production,  arrived  in  Washington 
for  a  conference  on  Wednesday  morning  the  20th., 
and  after  a  lengthy  discussion  it  was  decided  to  bring 
all  growers  of  sugar  cane  in  Louisiana  under  the  sugar 
program  so  that  growers  of  cane  for  syrup  would 
receive  benefit  payments. 

The  protests  that  were  filed  with  the  Sugar  Section 
by  the  Louisiana  Committee  and  by  the  Congressmen 
'referred  to  above,  have  had  the  effect  of  causing  the 
Sugar  Section  to  pause  with  reference  to  the  precipitate 
release  of  a  statement  with  reference  to  a  production 
allotment  for  Louisiana.  An  order  has  been  issued  to 
Marcel  J.  Voorhies  to  have  a  survey  made  to  ascer- 
tain by  measurement  ,the  ao-eage  of  each  farmer  so 
as  to  ascertain  the  intention  of  each  grower  to  comply 
with  the  base  production  set  forth  in  his  production 
adjustment  contract.  The  machinery  for  obtaining  this 
information  is  being  organized  through  the  Parish 
Control  Committees  and  County  Agents  and  should 
be  underway  very  shortly. 

(Signed)     C.  D.  Kemper,  Chairman. 


A  Budget  of  News  From  Washington 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 

During  the  past  two  weeks  there  have  been  important 
developments  in  the  Louisiana  sugar  program  and  the 
necessity  for  eternal  vigilance  has  again  been  demon- 
strated. The  developments  have  by  no  means  ceased 
and  we  are  expecting  further  important  announcements 
in  the  near  future. 

For  some  time,  we  had  heard  of  disquieting  propos- 
als being  considered  by  the  Sugar  Section,  A.  A.  A. 
with  regard  to  compliance  on  the  1934  crop  and  the 
1935  crop.  They  might  set  a  sales  quota  for  Louis- 
iana ;  they  might  force  the  plowing  up  of  all  sugar  cane 
in  excess  of  the  number  of  tons  considered  necessa~y 
to  produce  such  a  quota ;  they  might  abandon  any  in- 
tention of  paying  benefits  to  growers-f or-syrup ;  they 
might  give  each  factory  a  sales  allotment ;  and  a  lot  of 
other  "mights".  So  after  consultation  with  Members 
of  Congress  from  Louisiana,  it  was  decided  to  ask 
the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  to  send  a  committee 
to  Washington;  which  was  done.  Accordingly,  Mr. 
C.  D.  Kemper,  Mr.  Frank  Barker,  and  Mr.  Leon  Lan- 
dry came  to  Washington  with  full  authority  from  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  League  to  speak  for  the 
Louisiana  sugar  industry. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  tell  all  of  the  details  of  the  con- 
ferences held  by  the  Committee  with  Dr.  Dalton,  or 
of  the  conference  between  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
and  Congressmen  Montet,  Sanders,  Dear  and  Sandlin. 
At  the  present  writing  there  are  many  decisions  yet  to 
be  made  with  regard  to  how  the  regulations  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  will  be  carried  out  and  en- 
forced in  Louisiana.  The  present  status  of  things 
generally  speaking  is  pretty  well  explained  in  the  fol- 
lowing memoranda  covering  the  representations  of  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  through  its  Washington 
Committee  and  Representative. 

MEMORANDA 

The  Louisiana  Sugar  Industry,  expressing  itself 
through  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  recom- 
mends the  following  program: 

1.  The  base  production  chosen  by  each  grower 
under  the  Sugarcane  Production  Adjustment  Contract, 
should  be  accepted  by  the  Secretary  as  the  production 
allotment  under  the  Contract.  There  should  be  no  cut 
below  the  base  production. 

2.  There  should  be  an  immediate  measurement  of 
acres  in  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Belt,  made  by  the  Sugar 
Section,  A.  A.  A.,  in  cooperation  with  the  Parish 
Control  Committees. 

(a)  This  measurement  should  be  accepted  by  the 
Secretary  as  evidence  of  compliance  to  date,  suf- 
ficient upon  which  to  make  the  final  1934  benefit 
payment. 

(b)  Liberal  tolerance  should  be  allowed  all  farm- 
ers on  present  acreage,  short  of  evident  non-co- 
operation. Small  growers  should  not  be  curtailed 
below  100  tons  production  expectancy.  This  tol- 
erance is  justified  by  a  large  fluctuations  between 
expectancy  in  April  and  actual  production. 

(c)  Where  measurement  shows  flagrant  non-co- 
operation, then  guilty  farmers  should  be  made  to 
comply  or  their  benefits  withheld,  for  the  protec- 
tion of  cooperating  farmers. 
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3.  Actual  compliance  with  the  base  production 
should  be  made  absolute  at  grinding  season  by  a  defi- 
nite control  of  deliveries  of  sugar-cane  to  the  mill. 
There  is  no  necessity  for  enforcing  compliance  until 
grinding  season  and  the  final  rules  of  compliance  need 
not  be  announced  until  October,  except  the  rules  deal- 
ing with  flagrant  cases  of  over-planting  in  violation  of 
the  Contract,  revealed  by  the  proposed  acreage  meas- 
urement in  April. 

4.  All  sugarcane  growers  in  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
Belt  composed  of  the  22  Parishes  covered  in  the  sugar 
program  and  for  which  there  are  existing  Parish 
Control  committees,  should  be  granted  benefits  under 
the  suga"  program  or  a  syrup  program  comparable  with 
the  sugar  program. Sugar  mills  and  syrup  mills  compete 
every  year  for  sugarcane  grown  in  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
Belt,  and  the  fact  of  this  competition  makes  it  necessary 
that  all  growers  be  included,  in  view  of  the  language  of 
the  Act  which  makes  "sugarcane"  the  basic  commodity. 

5.  There  was  no  necessity  for  giving  Louisiana  a 
quota  on  sugar  sales  in  1934  and  there  appears  to  be 
no  new  situation  requiring  sales  quotas  in  1935.  The 
total  of  production  allotments  will  serve  as  the  basis 
for  compliance.  With  regard  to  the  distribution  of 
sugar,  if  the  combined  sugar  production  of  Louisiana 
and  Florida  should  exceed  260,000  tons,  then  the  Sec- 
retary may  resort  to  Section  8a  (1)  (C).  The  inten- 
tion of  Congress,  made  plain  in  the  Conference  Report 
to  the  House,  is  that  the  Secretary  should  use  Para- 
graph (C)  for  the  benefit  of  Louisiana  and  Florida. 
Senator  Fletcher  of  Florida  was  in  doubt  as  to  the 
meaning  of  Paragraph  (C),  at  first,  so  he  introduced 
an  amendment  which  was  adopted  by  Cong-ess  indi- 
cating that  the  intention  is  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
to  increase  the  quota  over  that  specifically  fixed  in 
Paragraph  (B). 

6.  The  overproduction  of  sugar  in  the  Islands 
brought  about  the  surplus  which  stagnated  the  United 
States  sugar  market.  Louisiana,  in  the  meanwhile,  had 
been  at  low  production  for  many  yea_s  and  was  getting 
back  gradually  to  its  normal  pre-war  production  of 
333,000  tons.  Therefore,  the  purpose  and  the  philos- 
ophy of  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  does  not  require  a 
reduction  in  Louisiana,  but  merely  a  restriction  to  a 
reasonable  proportion  and  share  of  250,000  long  tons 
under  Section  8a  (1)    (C). 

There  are  four  situations  which  should  be  corrected 
in  connection  with  the  Louisiana  sugar  program. 

1.  The  growers  should  be  paid  benefits  on  the  total 
of  base  productions  selected  in  the  Benefit  Payment 
Contract,  instead  of  on  production  allotments  which 
means  a  cut  of  10  per  cent. 

With  rega-d  to  the  above  situation,  we  assert  that 
all  growers  selected  their  base  production  from  the 
options  in  the  Contract,  in  good  faith,  and  acting  upon 
this  they  planted  or  reduced  their  acreage  accordingly. 
It  is  true  Paragraph  4  of  the  Contract  allows  the  Sec- 
retary to  determine  the  production  allotment,  but  he 
was  supposed  to  do  that  within  30  days.  The  Con- 
tracts were  signed  before  Christmas  and  there  is  no 
justification  for  reducing  the  growers  another  10  per 
cent  at  this  late  date.  Louisiana  would  lose  upwards 
of  $700,000  by  such  a  cut. 

2.  In  determining  parity  on  sugar  cane  the  Sugar 


Section  should  use  126,  as  the  index,  instead  of   122 
which  they  presently  intend  to  use. 

With  regard  to  this  situation,  we  contend  that  parity 
is  restoring  the  purchasing  power  of  the  farmer  and 
since  the  proceeds  of  any  crop  are  available  only  at 
or  after  harvesting,  there  is  no  justification  for  using 
an  index  prior  to  harvest.  The  Sugar  Section  is 
planning  to  use  the  average  of  the  index  for  each 
month  between  October  1933  and  October  1934.  The 
cane  grower  in  Louisiana  was  paid  on  the  basis  of  the 
average  price  of  raw  sugar  from  October  1934  to 
March  1935.  From  October  to  January  the  index  was 
126  and  in  February  it  was  127.  Therefore,  the  index 
used  should  be  at  least  126.  Using  126  means  a 
difference  of  $450,000,  because  the  parity  price  would 
be  $4.82  instead  of  $4.67. 

3.  There  is  no  necessity  for  factory  sales  allotments 
or  sugar  production  allotments  in  Louisiana.  The 
control  of  production  can  be  made  absolute  by  restrict- 
ing deliveries  of  sugarcane  to  sugar  mills  at  grinding 
time.  i'-^A 

With  regard  to  this  situation,  our  objection  is  that 
this  would  cause  unnecessary  hardship,  annoyance  and 
restriction  for  each  factory.  It  would  have  the  ten- 
dency to  eliminate  possibility  of  rehabilitating  an  idle 
factory  and  putting  it  into  operation.  It  would  pre- 
vent one  factory  from  taking  the  cane  of  another  when 
a  breakdown  occurs,  as  is  the  custom  in  Louisiana. 

4.  All  growers  should  receive  the  same  benefit 
payment,  whether  they  deliver  to  a  sugar  mill  or  a 
syrup  mill. 

NO   SYRUP  PROGRAM 

We  understand  that  there  will  be  no  syrup  program, 
but  that  growers-for-syrup  in  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
Belt  (comprising  the  22  Parishes  for  which  there  are 
Parish  Production  Control  Committees)  will  be  paid 
benefits  for  1934  on  the  same  basis  as  the  sugar  cane 
growers-for-sugar,  or  at  fleast  on  a  comparable  basis. 
In  other  words,  the  growers-for-syrup  will  enjoy  the 
benefits  of  the  sugar  program,  because  they  are  po- 
tential sugar  producers  whose  cane  is  available  for 
delivery  to  sugar  mills.  The  grower-for-syrup  will 
have  to  produce  records  from  a  commercial  syrup  mill, 
on  whose  products  processing  taxes  have  been  paid, 
and  which  can  furnish  the  figures  showing  deliveries 
of  the  1934  crop,  either  in  tons  of  cane  or  in  gallons 
of  syrup.  There  seems  to  exist  some  doubt  whether 
the  Sugar  Section  will  pay  the  same  amount  of  money 
per  ton  to  growers-for-syrup,  as  they  plan  to  pay  for 
growers-for-sugar.  We  should  insist  vigorously  upon 
all  growers  receiving  the  same  amount  whether  they 
delivered  to  a  syrup  factory  or  to  a  sugar  factory. 

When  the  League  Committee  in  Washington  (Kem- 
per, Barker,  and  Landry)  were  told  that  there  might 
be  no  syrup  program,  except  with  very  severe  restric- 
tions, they  immediately  decided  that  the  syrup  pro- 
ducers in  Louisiana  should  send  a  special  committee  to 
explain  in  detail  the  jlocal  situation  and  the  claims  of 
their  growers.  Accordingly  Mr.  Richard  Murphy  and 
Mr.  Neil  Jeffrey  were  sent  from  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League  and  Mr.  Charles  O'Brien  and  Mr.  E.  S. 
Hardy  were  sent  from  the  Central  Louisiana  Syrup 
Association.  These  gentlemen  were  able  to  show  that 
sugar  cane  growers  who  delivered  to  syrup  mills   in 
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1934  did  so  with  the  understanding  that  benefits  would 
be  paid  to  them,  and  this  understanding  was  based 
upon  the  official  press  release,  from  the  Sugar  Section, 
A.  A.  A.,  dated  October  4,  1934,  and  (letters  from  the 
Sugar  Section  to  growers-for-syrup,  who  were  told 
that  they  should  continue  to  deliver  the  cane  to  syrup 
mills  and  be  assured  of  receiving  comparable  benefits. 
The  final  details  of  the  basis  for  paying  these  benefits 
and  the  securing  of  records  of  deliveries  in  1934  are 
being  worked  out  by  the  Sugar  Section,  with  the  co- 
operation of  Mr.  Voorhies  in  Louisiana. 

LEGISLATION   BEFORE   CONGRESS 

Important  amendments  to  the  A.  A.  Act  have  been 
sponsored  by  the  Administration  and  introduced  by 
Senator  Smith  in  the  Senate  (S.1807)  and  Congress- 
man Jones  of  Texas  in  the  House  (H.R.5585).  Hear- 
ings have  been  held  in  both  the  House  and  the  Senate 
on  these  amendments. 

The  principal  features  of  the  suggested  amendments 
have  to  do  with  giving  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
the  authority  to  issue  licenses  to  processors,  associa- 
tions of  producers  and  the  handlers  of  any  agricul- 
tural commodity  or  product  thereof.  At  the  present 
time  there  is  considerable  doubt  as  to  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  license  anyone  en- 
gaged in  the  marketing  of  agricultural  products,  and 
the  purpose  of  these  amendments  is  principally  to  re- 
move this  doubt  and  to  give  to  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture legal  control.  The  amendments  also  would 
provide  for  marketing  agreements  which  should  be 
proposed  by  at  least  a  two-thirds  majority  of  the  in- 
dustry involved,  but  which  would  be  binding  on  all. 
Another  provision  would  be  to  authorize  the  use  of  the 
processing  tax  funds  for  the  development  of  foreign 
markets  for  our  agricultural  products.  It  is  needless 
to  say  thtat  the  farmers  associations  are  sponsoring 
these  amendments,  while  the  handlers  of  agricultural 
commodities  and  the  products  thereof,  are  opposing 
them.  There  is  considerable  doubt  that  the  amend- 
ments will  be  passed  without  certain  changes.  Opposi- 
tion will  be  particularly  strong  in  the  Senate,  where 
amendments  of  a  similar  nature,  but  less  far-reaching, 
were  defeated  last  year. 

EXTRA-QUOTA  MOEASSES 

The  problem  of  what  to  do  with  the  surplus  cane  in 
Puerto  Rico  has  been  bothering  the  A.  A.  A.  for  some 
time.  At  one  time  a  grandiose  plan  was  evolved  by 
which  the  cane  was  to  be  used  for  making  a  high 
testing  molasses  which  would  feed  the  livestock  in  the 
drought  area  in  the  United  States,  without  hurting  the 
molasses  market  because  the  price  was  to  be  fixed  and 
safeguards  would  surround  all  contracts.  The 
Puerto  Rican  grower  would  profit,  the  feeder 
would  benefit,  the  domestic  molasses  industry  would 
be  protected.  Everybody  was  going  to  be  helped  and 
be  happy !  Suddenly  the  program  was  abandoned. 
Those  of  us  who  had  viewed  with  ajlarm  the  dumping 
of  so  much  (50  million  gallons)  high  testing  molasses 
on  the  United  States  market,  breathed  a  sigh  of  relief. 

Just  as  suddenly,  a  plan  on  a  smaller  scale  is  now 
announced.  Except  this  time  the  price  control  and 
safeguards  are  missing.  Attempts  are  made  to  reas- 
sure us  because,  it  is  late  in  the  season,  and  some  of 
the  Puerto  Rican  mills  are  unwilling  to  make  molasses 
out  of  surplus  cane,  and  some  of  the  surplus  cane  is 
too  far  in  the  interio.  to  make  it  profitable  to  trans- 


port and  convert  it  into  molasses.  We  are  told  that 
not  more  than  20,000,000  gallons  will  be  produced  out 
of  the  surplus  cane,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  under 
the  quota  restrictions,  the  regular  output  of  molasses 
for  Puerto  Rico  in  1935  will  be  35,000,000  gallons, 
the  total  of  55,000,000  gallons  is  about  the  same  as  the 
regular  unlimited  production  of  molasses  was  in  1934. 
We  get  small  comfort  from  this  very  general  state- 
ment. 

Our  chief  concern  is  about  the  control  that  will  be 
exercised  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  over  this 
extra-quota  mq1asses.  We  have  officially  in  writing 
and  informally  in  conversation  urged  the  use  of  some 
identification  measure,  but  which  the  molasses  would 
either  be  denatured,  discolored,  or  otherwise  made 
traceable  to  its  ultimate  consumption.  The  present 
Puerto  Rican  program  does  not  provide  for  identifi- 
cation, except  that  there  is  to  be  some  mixing  of  the 
high  testing  molasses  with  blackstrap  both  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  in  the  United  States.  How  far  this  mixing 
will  protect  us  in  the  market  from  lowered  prices  for 
blackstrap  as  wel|l  as  edible  molasses,  remains  to  be 
seen.  All  that  we  have  is  verbal  reassurances, — and 
a  prayer. 

It  is  officially  stated  that  this  Puerto  Rican  molasses 
from  surplus  cane  is  not  supposed  to  be  used  for 
human  consumption.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
states  that  it  will  be  used  for  livestock  feeding  and 
distillation.  Being  practical  and  knowing  something 
about  the  marketing  of  molasses  in  the  United  States, 
we  venture  to  suggest  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
if  he  proposes  to  keep  this  molasses  from  being  divert- 
ed, might  well  consult  with  and  benefit  by  the  exper- 
ience of  the  former  officials  of  Prohibition  Enforce- 
ment. 

We  cannot  forget  that  last  October  the  molasses 
trust  issued  a  circular  declaring  their  purpose  to  be  to 
drive  the  price  of  blackstrop  down  to  5c  a  gallon.  The 
least  we  can  say  under  the  circumstances,  is  that  the 
program  making  available  to  them  this  extra-quota 
molasses,  gives  them  just  the  weapon  they  wanted  to 
make  good  their  threat. 

PROCESSING    TAX    PROSPECTS 

Section  16  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  deals 
with  floor  stock  taxes  and  the  adjustments  to  be  made, 
under  certain  conditions,  to  persons  who  have  paid 
processing  taxes  on  basic  commodities.  Paragraph  (2) 
of  Subsection   (a)   of  Section  16  reads: 

"Whenever  the  processing  tax  is  wholly  terminat- 
ed, there  shall  be  refunded  to  s.uch  person  a  sum 
(or  if  it  has  not  been  paid  the  tax  shajU  be  abated) 
in  an  amount  equivalent  to  the  processing  tax  with 
respect  to  the  commodity  from  which  processed." 
Subsection  (c)  of  the  same  Section  16  (Section  17 
of  the  Jones-Costigan  Amendment)  contains  this  sen- 
tence : 

"The  provisions  of  paragraph   (2)  of  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  in  the  case  of 
sugar  beets  or  sugarcane  or  the  products  thereof." 
The  effect  of  this  sentence  is  to  forbid  the  Federal 
Government   from  making   refunds  to  those  holding 
tax-paid  sugar  at  the  time  the  processing  tax  is  abol- 
ished, whenever  that  may  be.     It  was  incorporated  in 
the   Jones-Costigan   Amendment   because    under    sub- 
section  (c)   "manufacturers  and  converters"  who  use 
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sugar  were  given  a  double  exemption :  First,  the  sugar 
they  held  on  April  25th,  1934  was  exempted  from  the 
floor  stocks  tax  and,  second,  the  exemption  was  ex- 
tended to  include  the  undelivered  sugar  which  they 
held  under  contract  on  that  date.  It  was  fait,  appar- 
ently, that  since  no  tax  was  collected  on  the  floor 
stocks  at  the  beginning  of  the  taxable  period,  then  no 
refunds  should  be  made  on  stocks  held  at  the  end  of 
the  period. 

It  is  to  be  observed,  however,  that  this  exemption 
was  granted  only  to  the  manufacturers  of  food  pro- 
ducts in  which  sugar  is  an  ingredient  and  to  converters, 
— not  to  the  processors  of  sugarcane  or  sugar  beets. 
Processors  paid  the  tax  at  the  beginning  of  the  period, 
and  under  the  Act  as  it  now  stands  they  cannot  re- 
cover the  taxes  which  they  will  have  paid  at  the  time 
the  tax  is  eliminated.  This  is  certain  to  bring  serious 
financial  consequences,  unless  at  some  time  before 
the  processing  tax  on  sugar  is  wholjy  terminated,  Con- 
gress strikes  out  and  eliminates  from  the  Act  the  sen- 
tence in  Subsection  (c)  quoted  above.  We  shall  have 
to  bear  this  in  mind  when  the  question  comes  up  as  to 
whether  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  is  to  be  permitted  to 
expire  on  May  9th,  1937,  or  extended  with  corrective 
amendments. 


Borer  Control  By  Breeding  Sugar 
Cane  For  Resistance 


(P.  N.  Annand,  In  Charge,  Cereal  &  Forage  Insect 
Investigations,  Bureau  of  Entomology  &  Plant 
Quarantine,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture) 
In  the   March    1   issue  of   The  Sugar  Bulletin  ap- 
peared an  article  by  T.  E.  Holloway,  Bureau  of  En- 
tomology and  Plant  Quarantine,  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  entitled  "Borer  Control  by  Breeding  Sug- 
ar Cane  for  Resistance."     This  article  reviewed  wo-k 
which  had  been  done  by  the  author,  covering  a  period 
of  1  to  2  years,  on  differences  in  susceptibility  of  vari- 
ous varieties  of  cane  to  borer  damage  and  attack,  and 
reviewed   the   parentage   of   certain   varieties   of   cane 
with  reference  to  borer  resistance. 

The  results  of  the  work  on  which  this  article  is 
based,  although  possibly  indicative,  cannot  in  any  sense 
be  considered  conclusive.  The  study  of  differences  in 
susceptibility  of  various  varieties  of  cane  to  attack  and 
injury  by  the  borer  is  a  promising  field  of  investiga- 


tion and  is  being  continued  to  determine  whether  sig- 
nificant differences  actually  occur  and  whether  they 
can  be  utilized  in  control,  either  through  direct  appli- 
cation or  by  use  of  resistant  stocks  in  breeding.  This 
work  is  in  its  early  stages,  however,  and  any  conclu- 
sions drawn  from  the  incomplete  results  now  available 
are  premature. 

The  article  referred  to  above  was  not  approved  by, 
nor  does  it  represent  the  views  of,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture.  A  complete  report  of 
these  experiments  will  be  made  when  sufficient  data 
have  been  accumulated  to  make  it  possible  to  draw 
valid  conclusions. 


Compliance    Necessary    For    Next 
Louisiana  Sugar  Payment 


(Released  for  Publication  by  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Administration  Mar.  23d,  1935) 

Settlement  of  outstanding  wage  claims  of  laborers 
in  connection  with  the  production  of  the  1934  crop  of 
sugarcane  will  be  required  as  part  of  the  necessary 
compliance  with  the  Louisiana  sugarcane  production 
adjustment  contract  before  the  final  1934  and  first 
1935  adjustment  payments  can  be  made  to  producers, 
the  sugar  section  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Ad- 
ministration announced  March  23d,  1935. 

The  adjustment  contract  signed  by  producers  pro- 
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vides  for  payment  of  such  wage  claims  before  final 
payments  are  made. 

In  order  to  expedite  the  next  adjustment  payments 
to  producers,  the  sugar  section  has  requested  those  la- 
borers who  have  unpaid  wage  claims  in  connection  with 
the  1934  sugarcane  crop  to  make  written  complaint  to 
the  local  parish  production  control  committee  by  April 
25.  Where  claims  are  not  presented  by  that  time  the 
producer  will  be  considered  as  having  complied  with 
this  section  of  the  contract. 

The  parish  committee  will  attempt  to  reach  a  set- 
tlement in  all  cases  where  there  are  complaints.  In 
cases  where  settlement  cannot  be  reached  locally,  the 
complaints  are  to  be  referred  to  Marcel  J.  Voorhies, 
representative  of  the  sugar  section  in  Louisiana,  with 
headquarters  at  Baton  Rouge. 

In  addition  to  the  settlement  of  wage  claims,  com- 
pliance with  the  contract  will  include  certification  of 
1934  sugarcane  marketings  and  acreage  in  sugarcane 
for  the  1935  crop.  The  details  of  such  certification  are 
to  be  announced  by  the  sugar  section  within  the  next 
few  days. 

Approximately  90  per  cent  of  the  first  1934  adjust- 
ment payment  has  now  been  made  to  co-operating  pro- 
ducers in  the  Louisiana  sugarcane  program.  These 
payments  totalled  $2,385,990  as  of  March  18. 


Ruling   Permits    Conversion 

Puerto  Rican  Cane  To  Molasses 


Secretary  of  Agriculture  Henry  A.  Wallace,  in  spite 
of  protests  by  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  ha3 
approved  an  administrative  ruling  under  the  Puerto 
Rican  sugarcane  production  adjustment  contract,  which 
makes  possible  the  utilization  of  the  surplus  sugar- 
cane in  Puerto  Rico  in  1935  for  conversion  into  mo- 
lasses. 

The  ruling  is  as  follows : 

1.  Any  producer  executing  the  sugarcane  pro- 
duction adjustment  contract  may  apply  to  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration,  Sugar 
Section,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico,  for  permission 
to  convert,  or  to  sell  for  conversion,  into  molas- 
ses, all  or  part  of  the  contracted  sugarcane  of  the 
farm  for  1935  covered  by  the  contract,  as  de- 
fined in  section  4  of  such  contract. 

2.  Such  application  shall  be  submitted  on  and 
in  accordance  with  such  forms  as  the  Secretary 
may  furnish,  and  shall  be  accompanied  by  an 
agreement  on  the  part  of  the  processor,  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Secretary,  that:  (a)  The  molasses  to 
be  processed  will  be  sold  for  consumption  only  in 
Puerto  Rico  or  continental  United  States;  (b) 
Such  molasses  will  be  used  only  for  feed  and/or 
distillation  purposes;  (c)  A  copy  of  all  contracts 
covering  the  sale  of  such  molasses  will  be  supplied 
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to  the  Secretary;  (d)  The  processor  will  furnish 
the  Secretary  such  information  pertaining  to  the 
sale  of  molasses  as  the  Secretary  may  request. 

3.  Any  such  application  shall  he  granted  by 
the  issuance  of  a  certificate  executed  by  Bernard 
Frisbie  of  the  Sugar  Section,  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Administration,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico, 
or  such  other  agent  as  the  Secretary  may  desig- 
nate. Upon  receipt  of  such  certificate  the  pro- 
ducer may  process  the  contracted  sugarcane  cov- 
ered thereby  into  molasses,  or  may  sell  such  sugar- 
cane for  processing  into  molasses  to  the  processor 
designated  in  the  certificate.  Any  sugarcane  sold 
to  any  processor  pursuant  to  such  certificate  may 
be  sold  under  such  terms  and  conditions  and  for 
such  prices  as  may  be  agreed  upon  between  the 
producer  and  the  processor,  and  any  molasses 
manufactured  from  such  sugarcane  may  be  sold 
for  the  purposes  enumerated  in  section  2  of  this 
ruling  under  such  terms  and  conditions  and  at 
such  prices  as  may  be  agreed  upon  between  the 
processor  and  the  purchaser  of  such  molasses. 

4.  The  Secretary  reserves  the  right  to  in- 
crease the  rate  of  the  adjustment  payment,  made 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  21  of  the  con- 
tract, to  those  producers  whom  he  determines  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  take  advantage  of  this 
method  of  disposition  of  the  contracted  sugarcane 
for  1935. 

The  "optimistic"  opinion  is  now  expressed  in 
Government  circles  that  this  arrangement  will  result 
in  only  a  small  quantity  of  molasses  or  syrup  being 
produced,  as  most  of  the  Puerto  Rico  mills  are  reluc- 
tant to  undertake  the  grinding  of  the  surplus  cane  un- 
der this  arrangement  and  the  season  is  too  far  ad- 
vanced for  much  to  be  accomplished.  How  well 
founded  this  view  is  we  do  not  know. 


Uniform  Price  To  Customers 


Senato'  Bankhead  of  Alabama  has  introduced  a  Bill 
(S2211)  to  terminate  basing-point  pnces  and  quantity 
discounts  in  interstate  commerce.  The  caption  reads  "A 
bill  to  regulate  and  maintain  an  open  market  for  the 
sale  of  goods  in  interstate  commerce,  to  supplement 
existing  laws  against  combinations  in  restraint  of  trade 
and  discrimination  in  prices,  and  for  other  pu-poses." 
Although  the  Bill  is  declared  to  be  aimed  at  the  steel 
industry  and  the  Pittsburg-Plus  Plan  for  fixing  prices 
of  steel,  it  has  a  definite  interest  for  those  engaged  in 
the  sale  of  direct  consumption  sugar,  because  of  exist- 
ing practices  in  the  sugar  trade. 

According  to  Senator  Bankhead  the  Bill  will  require 
manufacturers  engaged  in  interstate  commerce  to  make 
the  same  price  on  the  same  quality  and  grade  of  goods 
offered  to  all  customers;  a  differential  being  author- 
ized between  wholesalers  and  retailers.  This  provision 
is  intended  to  terminate  the  trade  practices  of  making 
prices  based  upon  quantity  purchases  and  financial 
strength  of  buyers. 
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TESTS  SHOW  GREATER  PROFIT 
FROM  xAERO'  CYANAMID  ALONE 

Yields  of  Cane  and  Sugar  on  Stubble  Cane  from  Cyanamid  Only,  and  Cyanamid  and  Superphosphate 


ACRE  APPLICATION 

200    lbs. 

Cyanamid         1 

200   lbs.   Cyanamid   and 

only 

200    lbs.    superphosphate 

1929* 

Tons   Cane 

Lbs.  Sugar 

Tons   Cane 

Los.  Sugar 

Estate  of  H.  C.  Minor  (Crescent  Farm) 

21.34 

4268 

22.63 

4489 

Godchaux  Sugars  (Mary  Plantation) 

33.69 

5546 

32.48 

5394 

Glenwood  Sugars 

34.15 

6425 

33.54 

6160 

Sterling  Sugars    (Camperdown   Plantation) 

24.65 

4896 

25.71 

5008 

South  Coast  (Ashland  Plantation) 

25.97 

4177 

24.63 

4024 

Average   (1929) 

27.96 

5062 

27.79 

5015 

1930** 

Estate  of  Harry  L.  Laws    (Cinclare) 

19.92 

2105 

20.77 

2068 

Glenwood   Sugars 

17.41 

2751 

17.84 

2694 

South  Coast  (Ashland  Plantation) 

20.42 

3491 

20.94 

3767 

South  Coast  (Ashland  Plantation) 

26.73 

5045 

26.40 

4775 

J.  M.  Burguieres  Co.    (Midway  Plantation) 

17.54 

3229 

17.31 

3202 

W.  N.  B'ergeron   (Enola  Plantation) 

18.66 

3170 

20.58 

3510 

M.  A.  Patout  &  Sons   (Enterprise  Plantation) 

17.04 

2950 

18.63 

3094 

J.  W.  Supple's  Sons   (Kinsale  Plantation) 

26.06 

3522 

25.62 

3433 

E.  G.  Robichaux  Co.   (Valence  Plantation) 

24.73 

4697 

26.03 

4749 

Average   (1930) 

20.94 

3440 

21.56 

3476 

1931** 

E.  G.  Robichaux  Co. 

23.02 

4006 

22.79 

3673 

Godchaux  Sugars   (Raceland) 

21.01 

3044 

20.78 

2963 

Estate  of  H.  C.  Minor   (Southdown) 

12.32 

2238 

13.40 

2344 

J.  W.  Supple's  Sons  (Catherine) 

18.06 

2418 

17.57 

2260 

Alma  Plantation 

13.25 

2190 

10.05 

1675 

Dugas  &  LeBlanc  (Westfield) 

27.69 

4279 

28.77 

4462 

Average  (1931) 

19.22 

3029 

18.89 

2896 

♦Reported  by  Arthur  H.  Rosenfeld  in  "Facts  About  Sugar,"  Vol.  26,  No.  3. 
**Reported  in  Louisiana  Experiment  Station  Bulletin  237. 

We  think  that  the  foregoing  results  prove  conclusively  that  nitrogen  is  the  only  plant  food  required  for 
sugar  cane  on  most  Louisiana  soils.  In  the  event,  however,  that  you  believe  that  your  soil  requires  supple- 
mental phosphoric  acid,  we  have  it  for  sale.  Where  phosphoric  acid  is  necessary,  we  advise  its  use  on  plant 
cane,  to  be  followed  by  Aero  Cyanamid  alone  on  the  stubble  crops. 

For  prices,  shipping  instructions,  and  other  information,  write  or 
phone  our  representative,  H.  R.  Kelly,  542  St.  Peter  Street,  New 
Orleans,  La.     Phone  MAin  5174. 
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Dr.  Dalton's  Manifesto 

We  publish  below  the  text  of  an  official  press  release  sent  out  to  the  newspapers  on  April  1 1th 
by  Dr.  John  E.  Dalton,  Chief  of  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration. 

This  statement  by  Dr.  Dalton  comes  as  an  unpleasant  development,  but  scarcely  as  a  surprise 
because  he  has  contemplated  issuing  it  for  some  time  and  is  known  to  have  had  the  text  of  it  on  his  desk 
for  several  weeks.  That  he  did  not  issue  it  sooner  is  due  to  the  interviews,  arguments  and  protests  ar- 
ranged for  and  delivered  by  representatives  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  seeking  fairer  treatment 
for  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry.  These  attempts  included  two  conferences  with  Secretary  Wallace 
who  lent  an  attentive  ear  but  who  apparently  yielded  to  the  views  of  Dr.  Dalton  who  vigorously  opposed 
our  representations  before  the  Secretary. 

If  Dr.  Dalton's  ruling  prevails  it  will  mean  that  a  good  growing  season  this  year  will  produce  a 
certain  amount  of  cane  on  which  no  benefit  payment  can  be  collected.  This  cane  may,  however,  be 
ground  and  sugar  produced  from  it,  and  this  sugar  will  be  counted  against  a  reserve  stock.  Whether 
this  means  that  each  factory  is  to  be  given,  in  1936,  an  individual  allotment  of  sugar,  as  is  done  with  the 
beet  factories,  is  not  now  clear.  It  seems  to  imply  that,  and  the  implication  is  made  stronger  by  the  fact 
that  a  representative  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  has  been  in  Louisiana  for  some  weeks 
making  a  study  of  the  matter  of  individual  factory  allotments  for  use  in  case  the  Sugar  Section  decides 
to  impose  them.  Altogether  we  seem  to  be  getting  rather  deep  into  the  toils.  But  so  is  everybody  else, 
from  Dan  to  Beersheba.  The  extent  of  the  harmfulness  of  Dr.  Dalton's  manifesto  is  largely  dependent  on 
what  price  sugar  brings  next  Fall  ON  THE  MARKET  which,  after  all,  is  our  only  rock  of  ages. 

Base  Production  of  Louisiana  Sugarcane  Farmers  May  Be  Grown  In   1935 

(Official  Release  by  the  A.  A.  A.) 


The  Sugar  Section  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration  announced  today  that  the  1935  produc- 
tion allotments  of  sugarcane  established,  pursuant  to 
the  Louisiana  sugarcane  adjustment  contract,  are  12 
percent  less  than  the  base  production  established  for 
each  cooperating  producer.  However,  in  order  to  give 
farmers  ample  opportunity  to  produce  their  production 
allotments,  any  producer  who  desires  to  grow  in  1935 
an  acreage  of  sugarcane  that  with  normal  yields  will 
produce  up  to  his  base  production  may  do  so  without 
violating  the  contract.  Furthermore,  should  the  pro- 
ducer produce  sugarcane  from  this  permitted  acreage 
in  excess  of  his  production  allotment,  this  plan  will  al- 
low him  to  market  an  amount  of  sugarcane  up  to  his 
base  production. 


If  the  total  actual  production  of  sugar  in  the  1935 
crop  resulting  from  this  procedure  exceeds  the  esti- 
mated production  of  sugar  (approximately  221,000 
tons)  which  would  normally  be  produced  from  the  pro- 
duction allotments  made  under  the  adjustment  con- 
tracts, such  excess  will  constitute  a  reserve  of  sugar. 

The  percentage  that  each  producer's  allotment  is  of 
his  base  production  was  established  in  a  determination 
made  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Wallace,  and  the 
provisions  regarding  compliance  with  the  contract  are 
contained  in  the  compliance  certificate  for  1935  which 
the  Secretary  also  has  approved. 

"The  contract  provides  that  benefit  payments  are  to 
be  paid  upon  the  sugarcane  actually  produced  but  not 
in  excess  of  the  production  allotment",  John  E.  Dalton, 
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mation on,  any  subject  are  invited  to  communicate 
with    the    League    or    with    the    Chairman    of    the 
Committee  to  which  it  seems  to  appertain. 

chief  of  the  Sugar  Section,  said. 

The  base  production  of  each  producer  is  his  average 
past  production  as  shown  by  his  contract.  The  pro- 
duction allotment  of  each  producer  is  that  portion  of 
his  base  production  which  is  his  pro  rata  share  of  the 
total  tonnage  of  sugarcane  which  it  is  estimated  is  ne- 
cessary to  produce  Louisiana's  portion  of  the  sugar 
quota  for  Louisiana  and  Florida. 

Proof  of  compliance  with  the  adjustment  contract  is 
an  essential  part  of  the  Louisiana  sugarcane  program, 
as  in  other  programs  undertaken  by  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Administration.  For  1935,  this  proof  of 
compliance  for  Louisiana  sugarcane  producers  will  be 
of  two  types  and  will  be  required  at  two  different 
times.  The  first  of  these  is  the  proof  of  compliance 
with  the  acreage  requirements  of  the  adjustment  con- 
tracts which  is  necessary  before  the  next  adjustment 
payments  can  be  made.  This  proof  of  compliance  is 
being  compiled  now,  and  will  require  that  the  sugarcane 
which  a  producer  has  growing  for  the  1935  crop  is  no 
greater  in  amount  than  that  which  would  be  required, 
on  the  average,  to  produce  his  base  production.  The 
second  type  of  proof  of  compliance  will  deal  with  the 
actual  amount  of  cane  produced  and  marketed  and 
will  be  called  for  next  fall  when  the  present  crop  js 


being  harvested. 

For  example,  a  producer  with  a  base  production  of 
100  tons  and  a  production  allotment  of  88  tons  receives 
1935  adjustment  payments  on  his  actual  production  up 
to  88  tons.  However,  in  case  the  grower  produces  up 
to  his  base  production  of  100  tons,  he  may  market  that 
amount  which  would  include  the  12  tons  produced 
above  his  production  allotment. 

Each  producer's  production  allotment  was  established 
at  88  per  cent  of  his  base  production  when  it  was 
found  that  the  total  base  production  of  all  cooperating 
Louisiana  sugarcane  producers  was  3,362,132  tons  of 
sugarcane.  This  is  12  percent  greater  than  the 
amount  of  sugarcane  which  it  is  estimated  would  be 
required  to  produce  Louisiana's  sugar  allotment.  Louis- 
iana's allotment  of  the  domestic  sugarcane  marketing 
quota  is  approximately  221,000  short  tons,  and  it  is 
estimated  that  2,946,667  tons  of  sugarcane  is  all  that 
is  required  to  produce  this  amount  of  sugar. 

The  final  1934  adjustment  payment  is  to  be  com- 
bined with  the  first  1935  adjustment  payment,  and  will 
go  to  producers  as  soon  as  compliance  with  the  terms 
of  the  contract  can  be  established  and  the  necessary 
forms  audited  in  Washington. 

Work  is  already  under  way  in  Louisiana  in  gathering 
the  information  necessary  to  complete  the  proof  of 
compliance  for  each  producer.  This  proof  of  com- 
pliance will  consist  principally  in  certification  of  the 
amount  of  sugarcane  marketed  from  the  1934  crop,  the 
amount  of  cane  growing  for  harvest  in  1935,  and  that 
payments  for  field  labor  performed  in  connection  with 
production  of  the  1934  crop  have  been  paid.  Sugar- 
cane fields  are  now  being  measured  and  the  measure- 
ments certified  to,  and  the  information  on  1934  mar- 
ketings is  being  assembled.  The  Sugar  Section  recent- 
ly announced  that  laborers  who  have  unpaid  wage  claims 
in  connection  with  the  1934  sugarcane  crop  may  make 
written  complaint  to  the  local  parish  production  con- 
trol committee  by  April  25. 

After  all  necessary  compliance  data  are  compiled,  a 
compliance  report  for  each  producer  will  be  sent  to 
Washington  for  auditing  and  payment  of  the  producer's 
final  1934  payment  and  first  1035  payment. 


The  International  Society  Of  Sugar 
Cane  Technologists 

Mr.  H.  W.  Kerr,  of  the  Bureau  of  Experiment  Sta- 
tions, Brisbane,  Queensland,  Australia,  who  is  chair- 
man of  the  1935  Congress  of  the  International  Society 
of  Sugar  Cane  Technologists  to  be  held  in  Queensland 
in  August  of  this  year,  has  written  the  following  letter 
to  Mr.  W.  G.  Taggart,  Chairman  of  the  Louisiana 
Section  of  the  Society: 

"Bureau  of  Sugar  Experiment  Stns., 
BRISBANE,  7th  January,  1935 
"Mr.  W.  G.  Taggart, 
State  University, 

BATON  ROUGE,  LOUISIANA. 
Dear  Sir: 

"The  1935  Congress  to  be  held  in  Queensland  in 
August  next  promises  to  be  a  highly  successful  one. 
Our  Executive  is  anxious  that  everything  should  be 
done  to  this  end,  and  careful  attention  has  been  de- 
voted to  the  drafting  of  a  programme  which  will  en- 
able visiting  delegates  to  attend  a  maximum  number 
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of  sessions  on  important  topics  in  which  their  interests 
may  lie. 

"For  agricultural  delegates,  the  following  programme 
has  been  arranged  tentatively: 

Session  I:     Entomology   (1)     Varieties    (1). 

Session  II:  Agriculture   (1)     Pathology   (1). 

Session  III:  Entomology,  Pathology,  (Virus  Dis- 
eases)    Agriculture  (2). 

Session  IV:  Entomology  (2)     Varieties  (2). 

Session  V:  Agriculture  (3)  Pathology  (2)  En- 
tomology (3). 

Session  VI:  Combined  Meeting  of  all  Sections  on 
Plot  Technique. 

Session  VII :  Agriculture  (4)  Entomology,  Path- 
ology (Quarantine). 

You  will  observe  that  four  sessions  have  been  devoted 
to  matters  affecting  this  Committee,  in  addition  to  a 
joint  session  with  all  other  branches  of  Plot  Technique. 

"It  is  also  proposed  to  go  a  little  further  in  the 
matter,  if  possible,  and  so  direct  the  trend  of  discus- 
sions that  the  available  time  may  be  employed  to  best 
advantage.  Rather  than  invite  papers  from  all  mem- 
bers on  variety  of  unrelated  topics,  it  is  suggested 
that  a  few  well-defined  and  important  aspects  of  sugar- 
cane agriculture  might  be  selected,  and  papers  on  these 
topics  presented  by  invitation  from  selected  agricul- 
tural workers  which  will  provide  a  basis  for  the  dis- 
cussion to  follow. 

"I  trust  that  you  will  concur  in  this  proposal,  and 
will  support  the  above  plan  which  does  at  least  appear 
worthy  of  a  trial.  The  four  main  topics  which  ap- 
pear to  fit  in  best  with  the  country  in  which  the  meet- 
ing is  being  held  are  : 

(1)  Soil    Fertility    Determination   by   Laboratory 
Methods : 

This  will  introduce — (a)  Mitscherlich  and  other  plot 
test  methods;  (b)  Soil  extraction  methods  with  chem- 
ical solvents;  (c)   Cane  Juice  tests. 

Mr.  Douglas  A.  Cooke  of  Hawaii  has  been  requested 
to  present  a  paper  on  his  Mitscherlich  work,  while  the 
analytical  methods  employed  by  the  several  cane  coun- 
tries, and  the  value  of  the  results  therefrom,  will  pro- 
vide a  sufficient  basis  for  discussion  of  chemical 
methods.  Similar  comments  apply  to  juice  phosphate 
and  potash  tests. 

(2)  Cultural  Operations: 

In  Queensland  the  use  of  cultural  implements  is 
probably  more  highly  developed  than  in  any  other  cane 
country.  A  descriptive  review  of  these  by  a  Queens- 
land Agriculturist  will  therefore  be  prepared,  and  Mr. 
Maze  of  Hawaii  has  been  requested  to  give  us  a  paper 
on  the  Mechanisation  of  Agriculture  in  Hawaii  which 
has  made  such  definite  progress  in  recent  times.  The 
discussion  might  be  rounded  off  by  a  contribution 
from  Mr.  Marcelo  Oben  of  Porto  Rico,  on  the  gyro- 
tiller. 

(3)  Irrigation  and  Drainage: 

It  is  proposed  that  an  agriculturist  whose  specialty 
is  irrigation  practice  be  invited  to  contribute  a  paper 
on  a  comparison  of  the  newer  irrigation  methods  under 
trial  in  Hawaii ;  a  paper  will  be  prepared  on  the  irri- 
gation methods  in  Queensland  (with  special  reference 
to  pumping  methods  which  are  rather  unique).  Mr. 
Clarke  of  Fiji  could  give  us  something  well  worth- 
while on  drainage  methods  in  Fiji. 

(4)  Maturity  Testing: 

A  review  of  the  methods  employed  for  determining 


the  state  of  maturity  of  crops  from  all  countries  where 
this  is  practised  should  provide  a  useful  basis  for  dis- 
cussing this  topic. 

This  session  has  not  been  unduly  burdened,  so  as 
to  provide  for  any  other  matters  on  which  papers  may 
be  presented;  and  I  would  like  to  make  it  quite  clear, 
that,  although  the  selection  of  contributors  has  been 
suggested,  no  attempt  will  be  made  to  exclude  any 
paper  of  value  which  is  presented,  and  a  place  will  be 
found  for  a  discussion  thereof  in  an  appropriate 
session. 

"I  would  be  indebted  to  you  if  you  will  bring  these 
proposals  before  the  notice  of  the  agricultural  mem- 
bers of  your  country,  and  would  ask  that  you  let  me 
have  as  soon  as  possible,  any  proposals  or  advice  re- 
garding papers  which  members  in  your  country  plan 
to  present.  It  is  desired,  also,  that  all  papers  be  in 
my  hands  by  the  end  of  May. 

"Thanking  you  for  your  co-operation, 
Cordially  yours, 
(Signed)     H.  W.  Kerr, 

Chairman." 


The  Missing  Checks 

There  are  a  very  considerable  number  of  cane  grow- 
ers in  the  Louisiana  sugar  district  who  have  not  yet 
received  their  benefit  payment  checks  that  were  theo- 
retically payable  last  December.  Some  of  these  un- 
fortunates know  that  the  delay  is  due  to  irregularities 
of  one  sort  or  another  in  their  contracts  which  it  takes 
some  time  to  adjust  but  a  very  large  number  of  them 
have  no  idea  why  their  checks  have  not  been  received 
as  no  complaint  has  reached  them  from  any  source 
regarding  their  documents.  The  situation  created  by 
this  condition  is  serious  and  embarrassing  in  the  highest 
degree.     From  this  distance  it  looks  inexcusable. 

Efforts  to  trace  these  missing  checks  through  the 
Disbursing  Office  at  Washington  have  been  fruitless, 
in  most  cases.  At  one  time  the  Disbursing  Office  lent 
aid  to  investigators  acting  in  behalf  of  the  victims,  but 
this  aid  has  now  been  withdrawn.  If  a  check  does  not 
come — it  does  not  come.  Kismet. 

The  Sugar  Section,  through  which  the  payments 
must  go  before  they  reach  the  Disbursing  Office,  is 
lending  whatever  co-operation  it  can.  Those  who 
have  not  received  their  checks  and  who  have  been 
able  to  obtain  no  explanation  of  the  delay,  should 
communicate  with  the  Washington  Office  of  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League,  510  Union  Trust  Build- 
ing. The  contract  number  should  be  given.  Without 
it  tracing  is  virtually  impossible.  It  is  likely  that 
information  can  be  had  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
check  has  got  as  far  as  the  Disbursing  Office. 


Second  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane 
Festival 


On  Sunday,  May  5th,  1935,  Louisiana's  Second 
Sugar  Cane  Festival  will  materialize  in  the  town  of 
Plaquemine,  Iberville  Parish.  These  sugar  cane  fes- 
tivals are  beautiful  and  glamorous  and  the  first  one, 
held  last  May,  had  a  tremendous  attendance. 

At  1 :30  in  the  afternoon  the  Contact  Committee  of 
the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  and  officials  of  the 
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United  States  Experiment  Station  will  convene  in  a 
meeting  at  the  Knights  of  Columbus'  Home  on  Main 
Street.  A  series  of  talks  on  subjects  of  interest  to 
every  cane  grower  and  sugar  maker,  prepared  and  de- 
livered by  experts,  will  be  given  at  this  session.  The 
public  is  cordially  invited  to  attend  this  meeting.  Gen- 
eral entertainment  for  everyone,  young  and  old  will  be 
in  progress  for  the  entire  day  at  the  Community  Club 
grounds.  This  entertainment  will  begin  at  eleven  in 
the  morning  and  will  close  at  eleven  that  night. 

The  evening  will  bring  a  large  parade.  This  color- 
ful procession  will  be  led  by  our  State  University's 
military  band  composed  of  160  pieces;  with  the  Ba- 
ton Rouge  Catholic  High  School  band  of  100  pieces; 
the  Terrebonne  High  School  band  of  30  pieces  and  the 
Plaquemine  High  School  band  of  the  same  size  also 
participating.  The  business  and  professional  people 
of  the  community  have  donated  five  gorgeous  floats. 
These  floats  are  to  be  erected  by  a  decorator  of  New 
Orleans  who  is  equipped  and  experienced  in  this  type 
of  work,  and  in  addition  there  will  be  floats  from  the 
various  plantations  and  factories.  The  parade  will  be 
a  procession  of  artistic  and  colorful  specimens  of 
pageant. 

Fifty  real  sugar  plantation  overseers  will  ride  in  the 
procession,  mounted  on  our  State's  best  horseflesh. 
The  floats,  highly  decorated  trucks,  wagons  and  cars 
will  be  adorned  with  one  hundred  and  fifty  of  the 
Southland's  most  beautiful  young  ladies  acting  as  spon- 
sors to  the  various  plantations  and  factories  in  Louisi- 
ana. These  Louisiana  daughters  will  be  arrayed  in 
artistic  and  colorful  old  fashioned  costumes.  Queen 
Sucrosa  II,  on  a  special  float  especially  constructed  for 
her,  and  assisted  by  Sucrosa  I  and  her  maids  of  hon- 
or will  ride  in  the  place  of  honor  at  the  helm  of  the 
procession. 

The  parade  will  terminate  at  the  Community  Club 
after  having  passed  through  the  decorated,  and  torch 
and  electrically  lit  streets  of  the  city.  The  Mayor  of 
the  town  will  introduce  the  newly  crowned  queen,  and 
last  year's  queen  and  maids  of  honor;  and  the  150 
maids  will  pass  in  review  before  her  royal  majesty, 
making  their  curtseys  to  her  highness  and  then  to  the 
public  to  be  taken  then  by  their  escorts  into  a  dance  in 
honor  of  the  queen  and  her  maids. 

This  festival  has  stimulated  very  much  interest 
among  the  sugar  cane  planters  and  factory  operators 
over  the  entire  state.  Everybody  in  South  Louisiana 
ought  to  attend  and  a  big  percentage  of  them  will. 

Louisiana's  Second  Sugar  Cane  Festival  is  sponsored 
and  worked  out  by  Plaquemine  Council  No.  970, 
Knights  of  Columbus  and  Plaquemine  business  men, 
with  P.  E.  Marionneaux  as  Chairman  and  Sprague 
Pugh  as  Grand  Knight  and  Ex-Officio. 


Syrup  Hearing  at  Montgomery 

The  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Hon.  R.  G. 
Tugwell,  issue  on  April  5th,  1935,  a  notice  of  a  Hear- 
ing upon  "A  Benefit  Contract  for  producers  of  sugar- 
cane for  syrup,  upon  a  marketing  agreement  with  per- 
sons engaged  in  the  handling  of  sugarcane  for  syrup 
or  syrup,  and  upon  the  processing  tax  on  sugarcane 
used  in  the  processing  of  syrup,  with  reference  to  the 
accumulation  of  surplus  stocks  of  sugarcane  or  syrups 
therefrom  or  the  depression  of  the  farm  price  of  su- 


garcane. 

The  official  call  for  the  Hearing  which  is  being 
held  today,  April  15th,  at  Montgomery,  Ala.,  recites 
the  following  subjects  as  those  that  will  be  discussed: 

1.  The  need,  propriety  and  feasibility  of  a 
crop  reduction  and  benefit  payment  pro- 
gram in  connection  with  the  commercial 
production  of  sugarcane  for  syrup  under 
section  8(1)  of  the  Act. 

2.  A  marketing  agreement  with  processors, 
associations  of  producers  and  others  en- 
gaged in  the  handling  of  sugarcane  for 
syrup  or  syrup  therefrom  in  the  current 

of  interstate  commerce  under  section  8(2) 
of  the  Act. 

3.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  having 
reason  to  believe  that  a  processing  tax  on 
sugarcane  used  in  the  processing  of  sy- 
rups at  the  ra.te  of  0.125  cts.  per  pound 
of  the  total  sugar  content  thereof  trans- 
lated into  terms  of  pounds  of  raw  value 
(being  the  rate  determined  by  Sugar 
Regulations,  Series  1,  Revision  1)  will 
cause  such  a  reduction  in  the  quantity  of 
sugarcane  used  in  the  processing  of  sy- 
rups domestically  consumed  as  to  result 
in  the  accumulation  of  surplus  stocks  of 
sugarcane  or  syrups  processed  therefrom, 
or  in  the  depression  of  the  farm  price  of 
sugarcane,  it  will  be  considered  at  the 
hearing  whether  such  results  will  occur 
in  which  case  the  processing  tax  on  sugar- 
cane used  in  the  processing  of  syrups 
shall  be  at  such  rate  as  will  prevent  an 
accumulation  of  surplus  stocks  of  sugar- 
cane and  syrups  and  the  depression  of 
the  farm  price  of  sugarcane. 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has  sent  to  this 
Hearing  the  Manager  of  its  Washington  Office,  Mr. 
C.  J.  Bourg,  Mr.  Charles  A.  O'Brien,  of  Bunkie, 
Louisiana,  a  grower  of  sugarcane  for  syrup,  and  Mr. 
R.  M.  Murphy,  of  New  Orleans,  a  large  handler  of 
Louisiana  syrup  and  who  is  identified  with  an  ex- 
tensive production  of  this  commodity.  The  results  of 
the  hearing  we  shall  hope  to  be  able  to  report  in  our 
next  issue. 


Washington  News 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 


Elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin  is 
the  official  dictum  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
The  language  is  plain  and  in  detail,  so  no  explanation 
is  necessary  here. 

We  protest! 

We  are  still  contending  as  vigorously  as  ever  that 
the  base  production  selected  by  each  grower  in  Louis- 
iana under  the  options  in  the  Contract  should  have  been 
determined  by  the  Secretary  as  the  production  allot- 
ment under  Section  4  of  the  Contract.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Sugar  Section  thinks  in  terms  of  221,000 
tons  of  sugar,  which  is  the  difference  between  the 
amount  they  allotted  Florida  of  39,000  tons  and  the 
total  quota  of  260,000  tons.  The  Sugar  Section  has 
conceded  that  all  of  the  growers  who  planted  their 
acreage  in  good  faith  and  in  accordance  with  the  base 
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production  selected  should  be  allowed  to  harvest  the 
excess  cane  above  the  production  allotment  which  is 
12%  less  than  the  base  production;  the  sugar  pro- 
duced therefrom  can  be  sold,  but  they  intend  to  make 
no  benefit  payments  on  the  cane. 

The  only  omission  of  importance  in  the  above  an- 
nouncement which  we  migh  suggest,  is  that  they  do 
not  say  what  a  man  must  do  with  his  planted  acreage, 
when  they  declare  him  to  be  a  non-cooperator  because 
his  acreage  measurement  shows  him  to  have  more 
acres  than  his  base  production  requires.  Shall  it  be 
destroyed  ? 

With  regard  to  these  growers  who  have  planted 
well  over  the  base  production  which  they  themselves 
selected,  they  are  to  be  warned  that  they  must  comply 
with  the  base  production,  otherwise  no  benefit  pay- 
ment at  all  on  any  cane  will  be  paid  to  them.  The 
Sugar  Section  classes  as  a  cooperating  grower  one 
whose  planted  acreage  can  normally  be  expected  to 
produce  his  base  production  within  a  reasonable  toler- 
ance. They  class  as  a  non-cooperating  grower  one 
whose  planted  acreage  obviously  will  produce  a  much 
larger  amount  than  his  base  production. 

As  to  compliance,  which  means  cooperating  with  the 
program  under  the  Benefit  Payment  Contract  suffi- 
cient to  justify  final  payments  for  1934  and  advance 
payments  for  1935,  we  have  not  deviated  from  the 
position  that  acreage  measurement  will  be  sufficient 
evidence  until  the  grinding  season  and  we  are  pleased 
that  the  Secretary  accepted  this  view.  At  that  time 
we  will  know  whether  Louisiana  is  producing  as  much 
sugar  per  acre  as  was  expected,  based  upon  past  aver- 
ages. No  one  has  ever  been  able  to  tell  within  a  wide 
margin  how  much  sugar  will  be  produced  during  any 


season  in  Louisiana  until  the  middle  of  December.'  Be- 
sides, there  appears  to  be  no  occasion  for  setting  up 
restrictions  on  an  imaginary  or  estimated  basis  when 
a  delay  of  only  a  .few  months  will  enable  the  Adminis- 
trators to  determine  an  accurate  factual  basis. 

In  the  same  manner  we  are  still  very  much  of  the 
same  opinion  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  assigning 
a  rigid  quota  or  sales  allotments  to  Louisiana  in  1935, 
any  more  than  there  was  in  1934,  when  neither  were 
assigned.  We  can  imagine  a  situation  arising  in  the 
future  that  might  require  these  restrictive  measures 
to  be  fixed,  but  it  is  obvious  that  since  the  need  is  not 
present  nothing  will  be  lost  by  awaiting  the  necessity, 
which   may   never   arise. 

We  have  pointed  out  and  emphasized  again  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the  Under-Secretary  and  the 
Chief  of  the  Sugar  Section,  A.  A.  A.,  that  it  was  the 
intent  of  Congress  and  the  declared  purpose  of  the 
Jones-Costigan  Act  to  deal  generously  with  Louisiana 
and  Florida.  It  has  been  suggested  to  us  that  the 
general  rules  of  reduction  or  restriction  as  applied  to 
other  areas  under  the  Act,  must  be  carried  out  in  Louis- 
iana or  else  these  other  areas  would  have  grounds  for 
complaint  against  Louisiana  getting  a  better  deal.  We 
know  of  our  own  knowledge  that  Congress  intended 
Louisiana  to  get  a  better  deal,  because  while  the  Act 
takes  into  consideration  the  past  performance  of  sugar 
production  and  importation  within  the  five  years  pre- 
ceding the  enactment  of  the  law,  Congress  knew,  as 
the  World  knows,  that  during  said  period  Louisiana 
at  no  time  reached  its  normal  production  but  was 
slowly  and  heroically  coming  back  to  a  normal  produc- 
tion of  pre-war  years.     The  past  five  years  have  seen 
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The  McCormick-Deering  F-30 
Cane  Special  with  two  row  cane 
cultivator  is  the  equipment  you 
have  been  waiting  for.  It  is 
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to  meet  your  requirements  in 
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sweep  two  middles. 
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the  peak  production  of   every  area  ttedef  the  sugar 
program  excepting  Louisiana  and  Cuba.  ^ 

'Recognizing  this  fact,  Congress  inserted  in  Section 
8a(l)   the  Paragraph   (C),  about  which  we  hear  so 
much.     In  order  to  refresh  the  mjnds'of  everyone  and 
to  establish  the  continuity  of  this  discission  we  repro- 
duce herein  below  Section  8a  (1),  (B)  and  (C)  : 
"(B)   Forbid   processors,   handlers   of   su- 
gar, and  others  from  marketing  in,  or  in  the 
current  of,  or  in  competition  with,  or  so  as  to 
burden,  obstruct,  or  in  any  way  affect,  inter- 
state or   foreign  commerce,   sugar  manufac- 
tured   from   sugar   beets   and/or    sugarcane, 
produced   in   the   continental    United    States 
beet-sugar-producing  area,  the  State  of  Louis- 
iana and  Florida,  and    any    other    State    or 


FOR  SALE 

4  Copper  Brush  Pans  and  copper  fittings, 
Steam  coils,  one  thousand  gals,  each, 
like  new. 

7  Steel  Clarifiers,  Copper  Coils,  fifteen 
hundred  gals,  each,  and  fittings. 

Will  Sell  at  Bargain 

The  Industrial  Materials  Co. 

1017  McCall  St.,  Houston,  Texas 


TRICHOGRAMMA 

DESTROYERS    OF   MOTH   BORER   EGGS 
Louisiana    Agricultural    Experiment    Station    Strain 

MAKE  RESERVATIONS  NOW  to  assure 
availability  when  needed. 
Mr.  A.  L.  Dugast  until  recently  Assistant 
Entomologist  of  the  La.  Experiment  Sta- 
tion, mail  address  now  Centerville,  is 
our  State  Representative  and  will  co- 
operate with  planters  in  seourinff  maxi- 
mum benefits  from  the  use  of  these 
parasites. 

Write    for    Information    and    Prices 


CALIFORNIA   INSECTARIES,   INC. 
A.  W.  MORRILL,  Ph.  D. 

Manager    and    Entomologist 


1613   West    Glenoaks   Blvd. 


GLENDALE,    CALIF. 
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States  in  excess  of  the  following  quotas,  for 
any  calendar  year,  except  as  provided  for  in 
subsection  (2)  of  this  section:  United 
States  beet-sugar  area,  one.  million  five  hun- 
dred and  fifty  thousand  short  tons  raw 
value ;  the  States  of  Louisiana  and  Florida, 
except  as  may  be  provided  under  paragraph 
(C)  of  this  subsection,  two  hundred  and 
sixty  thousand  short  tons  raw  value ;  and  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  may,  by  orders  or 
regulations,  allot  such  quotas  and  readjust 
any  such  allotment,  from  time  to  time,  among 
the  processors,  handlers  of  sugar,  and  others ; 
and/or 

"(C)  For  any  calendar  year,  determine  the 
quota,  but  not  less  than  the  quota  provided  in 
paragraph  (B)  for  any  area  producing  less 
than  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  long 
tons  of  sugar  raw  value  during  the  next  pre- 
ceding calendar  year ;  and/or." 

Your  special  attention  is  invited  to  the  phrase  in 
paragraph  (B)  which  says  that  Louisiana  and  Florida 
shall  have  a  quota  of  260,000  short  tons  raw  value 
"except  as  may  be  provided  under  paragraph  (C)  of 
this  subsection."  What  could  that  mean  but  an  in- 
crease ? 

It  is  obvious  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
the  discretion  of  permitting  an  increase  in  our  area 
to  at  least  250,000  long  tons,  which  is  approximately 
280,000  short  tons  of  sugar  raw  value.  We  submit 
that  the  use  of  that  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  at  this  time  would  be  good  pub- 
lic policy  and  could  in  no  wise  be  considered  as  favor- 
ing our  area  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Jones- 
Costigan  Act.  We  recognize  that  some  restriction  of 
production  is  necessary  in  order  to  create  a  justifying 
basis  for  making  payments  to  growers.  It  is  incon- 
trovertible that  all  of  the  growers  who  signed  Benefit 
Payment  Contracts  accepted  this  legal  requirement  in 
good  faith,  and  with  confidence  selected  their  base 
production  from  one  of  the  options.  In  some  cases 
this  selection  amounts  to  a  30%  reduction.  All  of 
them  agreed  to  restrict  or  to  reduce  on  that  basis. 
Now  there  is  a  Section  4  in  the  Benefit  Payment  Con- 
tract which  states  that  "the  production  allotment  for 
your  farm  shall  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  from 
the  base  production  specified  above  within  30  days 
after  the  signing  of  this  contract."  Everyone  knows 
that  the  Secretary  made  no  such  determination  with- 
in 30  days  after  the  signing  of  any  contract  in  Louis- 
iana. We  also  know  that  this  Section  4  was  inter- 
preted by  everybody  to  mean  that  the  Secretary  would 
use  the  base  production  selected  by  the  growers,  except 
that  some  situation  might  arise  within  the  30  days  to 
indicate  that  the  production  allotment  of  the  farm 
should  be  more  or  less  than  the  base  production.  When 
30  days  had  elapsed — yes  when  100  days  had  elapsed 
with  no  determination  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary — 
it  was  assumed  and  we  had  a  right  to  assume  that 
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the  Secretary  had  determined  not  to  change  the  base 
production  in  any  contract. 

In  the  meanwhile,  nothing  has  happened  nor  is  there 
anything  in  prospect  which  is  expected  to  happen, 
which  could  be  sufficient  to  cause  the  Secretary  to 
determine  a  production  allotment  different  from  the 
base  production.  In  fact,  the  reverse  is  true,  because 
the  production  figure  in  1934  in  Louisiana  was  much 
greater  than  at  first  estimated;  because  Louisiana  has 
had  no  reserve  from  which  she  might  participate  in 
an  increased  consumption  estimate,  to  which  under 
the  law  she  has  a  vested  right  with  other  continental 
areas  to  the  first  30%.  If  we  are  entitled  to  the 
first  30%  of  any  increase,  and  the  law  says  we  are, 
then  we  are  entitled  to  produce  a  sufficient  amount  of 
sugar  to  be  able  to  participate  in  that  right.  The 
situation  is  further  made  easy  for  the  Secretary  to 
use  his  discretion  and  apply  Paragraph  (C)  because 
there  is  presently  estimated  a  tremendous  shortage  in 
the  beet  production  of  the  United  States  on  account 
of  the  drought  arid  dust  storms.  We  do  not  claim 
the  right  to  participate  in  the  beet  quota,  but  we  do 
feel  that  the  preference  should  be  given  to  continental 
United  States  to  furnish  its  combined  quota  when  any 
State  is  unable  to  furnish  its  share. 

We  understand  the  attitude  of  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture to  be  that  no  cooperating  farmer  should  be 
made  to  destroy  cane.  We  suggest  that  the  failure 
to  pay  the  grower  benefits  on  his  total  tonnage  creates 
a  situation  whereby  practically  one-half  of  the  value 
of  that  part  of  his  crop  is  destroyed.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  sugarcane  in  Louisiana  to  be  har- 
vested in  1935  was  planted  in  the  Fall  of  1934  in  good 
faith  and  that  all  of  the  costs  of  planting  and  cultivation 
to  date  were  incurred  upon  the  prospect  of  a  full  parity 
value.  It  is  accepted  that  any  cooperating  grower 
planted  arid  cultivated  in  good  faith  and  with  the  con- 
fidence that  he  would  receive  parity  value ;  to  de- 
prive him  of  parity  value,  even  on  12%  of  his  crop 
at  this  late  date,  after  the  days  specified  in  the  Con- 
tract have  expired  for  the  determination  of  a  produc- 
tion allotment  by  the  Secretary  is  tantamount  to  a  de- 
struction of  6%  of  the  farmer's  crop. 

No  official  announcement  having  been  made  regard- 
ing the  supplemental  sugar  program  under  which  the 
growers  in  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Belt  who  delivered  to 
commercial  syrup  factories  will  receive  benefits,  we 
rest  upon  the  information  already  given  us  by  the 
Sugar  Section.  It  is  our  understanding  that  the 
grower-for-syrup  in  the  Belt  will  receive  benefit  pay- 
ments on  all  of  the  cane  delivered  to  syrup  mills  which 
paid  the  processing  tax  on  their  product,  but  whether 
the  amount  paid  to  these  growers  will  be  based  upon 
the  same  parity  is  still  undetermined.  We  stand 
where  we  have  always  stood  that  sugarcane  growers 
in  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Belt  are  potential  producers  of 
sugar.  No  one  can  get  away  from  the  fact  that  sugar- 
cane is  the  basic  commodity  and  not  sugar. 
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SHUSHAN   BROS.   &   CO.,   INC. 

Wholesale  Dry  Goods,  Notions,  Men's  and 

Ladies'  Furnishings 

522-526  Canal  Street 

New  Orleans,  La. 


guarantees  a  quality 
line  of  cane  sugars  for 
every  baking,  cooking 
and    serving    need 

Granulated,  Crystal  Domino  Tablets. 
Superfine  Powdered,  Confectioners. 
Old  Fashioned  Brown,  Yellow,  Pressed 
Tablets,  Crystal  Domino  Squares, 
Dainty  Lumps,  Cinnamon  and  Sugar; 
Domino  Syrup.  Always  full  weight. 


MACHINERY    FOR    SALE 

—  60   ft.    American    Hoist   &    Derrick    Co.,   Steel    Der- 
rick, Complete. 

—  American    Hoist   &    Derrick   Co.,   Single    Line   Cane 
Grab. 

—  9-foot  Standard    Double   Effect,  Complete. 

—  7-foot    Standard    Double    Effect,    Complete. 

—  6-foot  Standard   Double   Effect,  Complete. 

—  8-foot  Standard    Bodies. 

—  3O"x60"  Allis-Chalmers  Corliss  Engine  with  Balance 
Wheel. 

—  24"x48"  F.  &  S.  Corliss  Engine  with  Balance  Wheel. 

—  28"x48"   F.  &  S.  Corliss  Engine  with   Band  Wheel. 

—  28"x42"   F.  &  S.  Corliss    Engine  with    Band  Wheel. 

—  84"x20'  H.  R.  T.  Boiler,  Single  Dutch  Oven  Setting 
with    Separate   Stack,    Complete. 

—  Lambert   Double    Drum,  Twin    Engine,   Complete. 

—  Worthington   4x6   Triplex    Power   Pump. 

—  Fairbanks-Morse   Geared   Water   Pump,  4"   Suction, 
3"   Discharge. 

1 —  zy2"   to   8"   Curtis   and    Curtis    Hand    Power    Pipe 
Machine. 

CHAS.  WIGGIN  &  SON 

329  Baiter  Building  Phone  MAin  0158 

New  Orleans,  La. 


THE  SUGAR   BULLETIN 


April  15,  1935 


This  Publication  a  Product  of  Our  Plant 

JOoiLLsiana  Printing  Company 

921  Lafayette  St.  RAymond  6875 

A  call  will  be  appreciated 


FULTON    BAGS 

The   Standard   for  63   Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW    ORLEANS 


Phones   MAin  0696-0697 


Established   1871 


HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers   and    Distributors 

SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 

SUGAR   FUTURES 


American    Bank    Bldg. 


New   Orleans,   La. 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North   Peters  St.  NEW  ORLEANS,   U.  S.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign   and   Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201   Nola  Building — 407  Carondelet  St. 
Phone   MAin  0996  NEW   ORLEANS,   LA. 


PENICK  &  FORD  Sales  Company,  Inc. 

Canal   Bank  Building 
NEW    ORLEANS 

BUYERS    OF    ALL     GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW    ORLEANS,    LA. 
Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

AND  ALL   KINDS  OF  SUGAR   FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


LE    BOURGEOIS    BROKERAGE    CO.,    INC. 

Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 

Phone  MAin  3481 

NEW  ORLEANS 


'AERO' 


CYANAMID 


AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 

30    Rockefeller    Plaza  New    York 


AMERICAN   MOLASSES  CO. 

OF  LOUISIANA 

PERE   MARQUETTE   BLDG.  NEW   ORLEANS 

Always   in  the   Market  for  All   Grades  of   Molasses 

and  Syrups 

Submit  Your  Offerings 

Correspondence    Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONGO 
Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED    COMPANIES,    INC. 

Plaquemine,  La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal     Income     Tax     Service 

736  Canal    Bank   Bldg.  New  Orleans,   La. 

Telephone    MAin   6467 


WILLIAM  L.  OWEN 

Consulting  Bacteriologist 

Author  of  Standard  Treaties  on  Sugar  Deterio- 
ration. 

Authority  on  Sugar  Storage,  Sugar  Analysis  and 
Appraisal  of  Sugar  for  Storage. 


Consultant  for  the 
LUMMUS  COMPANY 

Builders  of  Complete  Alcohol  and  Rum  Plants 


PHONE   45  77 
1504  Florida  St.  BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 


Dr.   Car:  .    Coates. 
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The  Heresy  of  A  Domestic  Quota 

One  of  the  least  attractive  features  of  the  "New  Deal",  as  applied  to  the  sugar  industry  of  Louisiana, 
is  the  cruel  and  regrettable  piece  of  mechanism  in  it  that  prevents  thousands  of  potential  cane  growers  in 
Louisiana  from  making  a  living  at  their  vocation  and  forces  them  into  idleness  and  on  to  the  Federal 
relief  rolls,  where  they  belong  neither  by  instinct  nor  tradition.  The  plight  of  these  people  is  deplorable 
and  the  position  into  which  they  have  been  forced  is  abhorrent  to  them.  It  causes  suffering  and  is  des- 
tructive of  morale. 

The  cardinal  principle  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  seems  to  be  to  prevent  sur- 
pluses, with  their  resultant  low  prices.  It  offers  this  theory  as  a  sort  of  universal  panacea  and  its  efforts 
to  live  up  to  it  have  created  idleness  rather  than  employment,  because  if  less  is  produced  fewer  people 
are  needed  to  produce  it.  It  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  article,  however,  to  discuss  the  soundness  or  un- 
soundness of  this  theory  in  its  application  to  surplus  crops.  The  arguments  pro  and  con  make  the  welkin 
ring  already  and  grow  louder  every  day.  What  we  want  to  say  is  merely  that  in  the  United  States  there 
is  no  surplus  production  of  sugar  at  all.  The  theory  is  therefore  manifestly  inapplicable  to  sugar.  We 
have  to  import  sugar.      Everybody  knows  it. 

The  crux  of  this  peculiar  situation  lies  of  course  in  the  gratuitous  assumption  that  there  IS  a  surplus 
of  sugar,  and  the  New  Dealers  arrive  at  that  conclusion  by  classing  the  production  of  sugar  in  a  number 
of  islands  (only  one  group  of  which,  the  Hawaiian,  are  legally  a  part  of  the  United  States,  and  one  of 
which,  Cuba,  is  as  much  a  foreign  country  as  Madagascar)  as  United  States  production.  By  considering 
the  sugar  produced  in  all  these  islands  as  a  part  of  the  sugar  production  of  the  United  States  a  surplus 
of  sugar  production  in  the  United  States  can  be  arrived  at.  It  actually  has  been  arrived  at  in  that  way 
and  thousands  of  farmers  in  Louisiana  are  forbidden  to  grow  cane,  forced  on  the  relief  rolls  and  robbed 
of  their  ambition,  self-respect  and  hopes  for  the  future  because  of  this  wholly  untruthful  hypothesis. 
Besides,  those  fortunate  enough  to  come  within  the  prescribed  conditions  as  to  historical  background  and 
otherwise  who  are  allowed  to  grow  some  cane,  cannot  grow  all  they  want  to  or  all  they  can.  If  they 
could  10,000  idle  men  would  have  a  job  tomorrow. 

Louisiana  cane  farmers  and  western  beet  farmers  are  wrongly  classified.  They  actually  are  Amer- 
icans; which  is  proven  by  their  paying  American  taxes,  being  conscripted  in  war  to  fight  for  America  and 
being  compelled  to  abide  by  American  regulations  and  laws  in  the  conduct  of  their  business,  but  in  the 
purview  of  the  sugar  quota  system  they  are  just  a  part  of  a  nondescript  economic  brotherhood  scattered 
far  and  wide  through  various  countries. 

The  American  sugar  cane  and  sugar  beet  farmer  can  be  allowed  to  grow  all  the  cane  and  beets  he 
is  able  to  without  producing  a  pound  of  surplus  sugar  in  the  United  States  and  without  violating  any 
principle  held  by  any  eminent  leader  in  the  history  of  our  country  and  the  sooner  he  is  allowed  to  do  so 
the  better.  The  quotas  should  be  applied  elsewhere  and  applied  very  rigidly  and  scientifically  with  the 
prosperity  and  welfare  of  the  American  farmer  always  in  mind.      That  would  be  statesmanship. 
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Members  of  the  League  desiring  action  on,  or  infor- 
mation on,  any  subject  are  invited  to  communicate 
with    the    League    or    with    the    Chairman    of    the 
Committee  to  which  it  seems  to  appertain. 

Hawaiian  Soil  Survey 

Allotment  of  $7,500  of  Hawaiian  sugar  process- 
ing tax  funds  for  the  purpose  of  initiating  a  soil  sur- 
vey in  the  territory  of  Hawaii  has  been  made  in  an 
o"der  which  has  been  signed  by  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture Wallace  and  approved  by  President  Roosevelt, 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  an- 
nounced March  23d. 

The  allotment,  made  in  Hawaii  Tax  Fund  Order  No. 
1,  is  authorized  by  the  Jones-Costigan  Amendment  to 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  which  provides  that 
processing  tax  funds  on  sugar  grown  in  the  insular 
areas  may  be  expended  for  the  general  benefit  of  ag- 
riculture in  those  areas. 

The  purpose  of  the  survey  is  to  secure  comprehen- 
sive data  on  the  adaptability  of  soils  in  various  areas  in 
the  Territory,  particularly  to  serve  as  a  guide  in  the 
use  of  land  for  crop  diversification. 

The  survey  has  been  recommended  by  the  Hawaiian 
Agricultural  Advisory  Committee  appointed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The  Bureau  of  Chemistry 
and  Soils  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  which 
will  collaborate  with  the  University  of  Hawaii,  has 
been  placed  in  charge  of  the  technical  work  of  the 
proposed  survey. 


Losses  Due  to  Planting  of  Mosaic 
Seed  Cane 


By  E.  M.  Summers  and  R.  D.  Rands,  " 

Division  of  Sugar  Plant  Investigations,  U.  S.  Department 

of  Agriculture 


The  annual  loss  from  mosaic  represents  a  heavy  tax  on 
Louisiana  sugarcane  growers.  During  the  last  two  years, 
field  spread  of  the  disease  has  assumed  epidemic  pro- 
portions and  this  period  has  unfortunately  coincided  with 
the  rapid  increase  of  Co.  281,  which  is  susceptible  and  has 
become  the  most  widely  cultivated  variety  in  the  State. 
Co.  290  is  also  becoming  heavily  infected  but  this  cane 
is  generally  less  damaged  by  mosaic  than  Co.  281,  while 
C.  P.  807  and  C.  P.  28/19  remain,  except  for  rare  instances, 
entirely  free  from  the  disease.  Therefore,  widespread 
losses  are  largely  confined  to  the  extensive  areas  of  Co. 
281  and  P.O.J.  234.  It  is  the  purpose  of  this  article  to 
present  comparative  yield  data  xshowing  the  loss  from 
planting  mosaic  infected  seed  of  these  and  other  com- 
mercial varieties,  and  to  offer  some  suggestions  on  wliat 
may  be  done  about  it.  Following  a  warning  in  the  Sugar 
Bulletin  of  September  1,  1933,  a  number  of  growers  have 
regularly  sought  out  their  healthiest  fields  of  Co.  281  for 
seed  purposes  and  in  1934  one  large  company  shipped  in 
several  car  loads  of  mosaic-free  seed  from  the  northern 
fringe  of  the  sugar  belt  and  planted  appropriately  located 
seed  cane  plots  on  its  several  plantations.  It  is  obvious 
that  a  more  general  effort  should  be  made  toward  re- 
storing healthy  areas  of  Co.  281,  because  no  mosaic-im- 
mune variety  possessing  its  combination  of  early  matur- 
ity, indispensable  windrowing  qualities,  and  resistance  to 
red  rot  has  thus  far  been  discovered  to  replace  it.  How- 
ever, the  amount  of  net  profit  from  starting  healthy  seed 
plots  and  the  necessity  for  continuing  them  will  natural- 
ly depend  upon  the  extent  of  spread  of  the  disease  dur 
ing  the  next  few  years. 

Variations  in  Mosaic  Spread 
For  a  period  of  5  years  (1926-1930)  there  was  generally 
very  little  field,  spread  of  mosaic  in  Louisiana,  as  judged 
by  the  performance  of  hundreds  of  healthy  seedling  va- 
rieties from  the  cane  breeding  station  near  Canal  Point, 
Fla.,  which  were  planted  at  Houma  and  Baton  Rouge  ex- 
posed to  natural  infection.  The  so-called  "tolerant"  P.O.J. 
varieties  (36,  36-M,  213,  and  234),  that  had  earlier  become 
completely  infected,  were  rapidly  increased  over  the  State 
and  gave  such  fine  yields  in  spite  of  the  disease  in  com- 
parison with  the  old  varieties  as  to  instill  a  false  sense 
of  security  on  the  part  of  the  growers.  This  was  indeed 
partly  justified  by  the  behavior  of  P.O.J.  213.  Without 
any  conscious  seed  selection  on  their  part,  but  due  whol- 
ly to  natural  recovery  and  absence  of  secondary  spread, 
many  thousands  of  acres  of  this  variety  were  being  grown 
in  1929  and  1930  with  scarcely  a  mosaic  stalk.  However, 
P.O.J.  36,  36-M,  and  234  remained,  generally,  fairly  heavily 
diseased,  (40-60%). 

The  release  of  Co.  281  in  1930  was  made  with  healthy 
seed  cane.  It  had  never  developed  mosaic  during  the 
period  of  testing,  nor,  to  any  great  extent,  for  two  or 
three  years  afterwards.  Edgerton  reported  a  few  dis- 
eased stools  at  Reserve  in  1930  and  the  authors  observed 
some  later  the  same  year  near  Franklin.  Occasional 
cases  appeared  in  1931  in  widely  scattered  districts  and 
in   subsequent  years   became   increasingly   common   until, 
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during  1934,  many  fields  of  Co.  281  approached  100%  mo- 
saic infection.  P.O.J.  213  has  again  become  diseased  but 
this  variety  is  no  longer  extensively  planted  due  to  its 
susceptibility  to  red  rot.  Thus,  the  history  of  mosaic  over 
a  series  of  years  is  marked  by  periods  of  quiescence  dur- 
ing which  there  was  but  little  field  spread  only  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  outbursts  of  epidemic  proportions  such  as  the 
last  two  years.  Just  what  factors  or  conditions  are  re- 
sponsible for  these  wide  variations  is  the  subject  of  an 
intensive  co-operative  investigation  between  entomologists 
(who  are  studying  the  behavior  and  prevalence  of  aphids 
that  carry  the  disease)  and  pathologists  at  the  Houma 
Field  Station.  While  the  studies  have  not  advanced  far 
enough  to  enable  the  forecasting  of  probable  mosaic  de- 
velopment, it  is  hoped  they  will  eventually  indicate  pro- 
cedures for  minimizing  widespread  losses  when  suscept- 
ible varieties  like  Co.  281  must  be  grown. 

Healthy  Versus  Mosaic  Seed  Cane 
Yield  tests  comparing  healthy  with  100%  mosaic-infect- 
ed seed  cane  have  been  conducted  for  a  number  of  years 
at  the  Houma  Field  Station  to  secure  reliable  data  on 
the  effect  of  mosaic  on  plant  cane  and  succeeding  stub- 
ble crops  of  all  important  varieties  that  take  the  disease. 
Such  experiments  constitute  an  integral  part  of  the  va- 
riety testing  program,  since  frequently  the  commercial 
value  of  promising  new  seedlings  (e.g.  C.  P.  29/291)  de- 
pends upon  the  extent  of  susceptibility  to  mosaic. 

The  tests  here  reported  have  all  been  planted  as  16 
ft.  single-row  plots  arranged  in  checkerboard  fashion  to 
equalize,  so  far  as  possible,  any  variations  due  to  soil 
differences.  From  10  to  20  replications  of  healthy  and 
mosaic  plots  were  planted  in  each  test  to  obtain  a  re- 
liable average  and  to  determine  the  statistical  significance 
of  observed  differences.  Previous  work  at  this  Station, 
by  Arceneaux  (Bull.  31,  Proc.  3rd  Congress  International 
Society  Sugarcane  Tech.  1929),  has  shown  that  competi- 
tion, or  border  effect  between  adjacent  rows'  6  feet  apart 
is  inconsequential,  therefore,  the  differences,  or  losses 
from  mosaic,  here  reported  may  be  considered  represen- 
tative of  those  probably  obtaining  on  plantations  from 
the  planting1  of  fully  infected  seed  in  at  least  the  South- 
eastern section  of  the  State. 

The  mosaic  and  healthy  seed  for  the  experiments  was 
always  selected  from  the  same  field,  and  the  date,  rate 
and  method  of  planting,  cultivation,  fertilization,  and  har- 
vesting followed   as   closely  as   possible   established   plan- 
tation procedure.     However,  to  equalize  the  rate  of  plant- 
ing, the  "eyes"  on  the  canes  were  counted  and  the  cane 
adjusted  in  the  furrow  to  give  five  apparently  sound  eyes 
per  running  foot  of  row,  which  for  most  of  the  varieties 
was  equivalent  to  two  continuous  lines  of  stalks.     Stand 
and  mosaic  counts  were  made  in  the  spring  prior  to  suck- 
ering,  and   again   during  mid-summer.     Usually   only  one- 
fourth   to    one-third    of  the   sound    eyes   of   either   mosaic 
or  healthy,  planted   in  the  fall  succeeded  in  establishing 
plants  in  the  spring.     At  harvest,  a  30-stalk  sample  was 
taken    from    each    plot    (sometimes    only    alternate    plots) 
for  sucrose   analyses  and  calculation   of  sugar  yields,   in 
accordance  with  published  procedure  at  this  Station. 
Co.  281 
Table  1  presents  the  more  important  data  from  three 
experiments   with   Co.   281   of  which   the  last  one  is   still 
in    progress.     Considering   first   the    effect   of   mosaic    on 
stand   of  plant   cane,    table    1    shows    that   in    every   case 
germination  was  slightly  less  in  mosaic  than  in  the  healthy 


plo!s.  While  consistent  in  all  tests,  these  differences  for 
plant  cane  are  not  statistically  significant  and  further- 
more there  was  found  no  positive  correlation  among  the 
various  plots  between  the  number  of  plants  in  the  spring 
and  eventual  yield  of  sugar.  In  other  words,  the  stand 
was  sufficient,  so  that  merely  a  heavier  planting  of  the 
mosaic  plots,  while  doubtless  making  up  the  initial  stand 
deficit,  would  not  have  made  up  the  loss  in  final  yield. 

Mosaic  affected  the  germination  of  stubble  crops  much 
more  than  plant  cane,  the  reduction  for  plant,  first  and 
second,  stubble  being  7.8%,  14.0%  and  21.8%  respectively 
in  Experiment  7;  6.1%  and  16.8%  in  Experiment  11;  and 
6.8%  reduction  for  plant  cane  only  in  Experiment  14. 
There  is  a  similar  though  less  pronounced  trend  in  the 
number  of  millable  stalks  and  also  in  their  individual 
weight.  Therefore,  in  confirmation  of  the  results  of  oth- 
er investigators,  the  reduced  yields  from  mosaic  infection 
are  due  mainly  to  fewer  and/or  smaller  stalks. 

The  data  on  cane  and  sugar  yields  show  clearly  the 
serious  effect  of  a  high  percentage  of  mosaic  on  this  va- 
riety. In  Experiment  7  on  fertile  sandy  land,  where  Co. 
281  finds  its  optimum  conditions  in  Louisiana,  there  was 
a  loss  of  16%  in  tonnage  and  18%  in  sugar  yield  of  plant 
cane  per  acre.  The  percentages  increase  slightly  for  the 
first  stubble  crop,  and  in  spite  of  the  development  of 
43%  mosaic  in  the  healthy  plots  of  second  stubble,  there 
is  still  a  difference  of  17%  in  cane  and  19%  in  yield  of 
sugar  per  acre. 

Experiment  11  was  planted  so  early  that  apparently 
other  limiting  factors  masked  the  effect  of  mosaic  in  the 
low  yields  of  that  year.  However,  in  the  first  stubble, 
the  serious  effect  of  the  disease  is  again  apparent.  Ex- 
periment 14  on  still  less  favorable  heavy  soil  is  sim- 
ilar to  the  above  in  showing  only  a  moderate,  but  never- 
theless significant,  loss  from  mosaic  in  the  plant-cane 
crop. 

Co.  290 
The  results  from  two  experiments  with  this  variety  are 
reported  in  table  2.     In  the  first  comparison   (Experiment 
12)    germination    of    the    mosaic    seed    averaged    slightly 
higher  than  the  healthy.     However,  the  small  difference 
is  not  statistically  significant.     There  is  also  no   reliable 
difference  in   number   of  millable   stalks   but  the  weight 
per  stalk  of  mosaic  cane  in  both  plant  cane  and  stubble 
crops   is   definitely  lower.    While   the   losses   in  yield   of 
the    mosaic    cane    crops    thus    far   harvested    from    these 
tests  amount  to  only  2-3  tons  per  acre,  such  should  never- 
theless be  prevented,  or  reduced  as  much  as  possible,  by 
the  use  of  healthy   seed   cane  on  the  large  areas   to   be 
planted  in  this  variety  during  the  next  few  years. 
P.O.J.  234 
Although  this  variety  is  being  rapidly  replaced  by  OP. 
28/19,  it  isi  of  interest  to  compare  its  mosaic  susceptibil- 
ity with  that  of  the  other  varieties  included  in  this  inves- 
tigation.    P.O.J.    234   has   always   shown   pronounced   mo- 
saic symptoms,  yet  the  experiments   in   table   3   indicate 
it  to  be  somewhat  less  damaged  by  the  disease  than  Co. 
281    (table    1).     However,   it   is    clear   from   the   data   on 
P.O.J.  234  that  mosaic  has  contributed  materially  toward 
the   reduced    commercial   yields   often   obtained,   although 
stubble  deterioration    following   early   cutting   or   success- 
ive freezing  back  has  of  course  been  the  most  important 
factor. 

C.P.  29/291 
The  results  from  one  experiment  are  included  to  illus 
trate  the  disastrous  effect  of  mosaic  on  a  very  suscep- 
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TABLE  1. — Results  from  three  experiments  to  determine  the 
effect  of  mosaic  on  Co.  281,  at  the  U.  S.  Sugar  Plant  Field  Sta- 
tion,  Houma,   La.,   1931-1934. 
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EXPERIMENT    7,    ON    LIGHT    SOIL,    PLANTED    OCT.    21,    1931 
(AVERAGES   OF  20  MOSAIC   AND   20   INITIALLY 

HEALTHY   PLOTS)  
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EXPERIMENT  11,  ON  MIXED  SOIL,  PLANTED  SEPT.  30,  1932 

(AVERAGES  OF  16  MOSAIC  AND  16  INITIALLY 

HEALTHY  PLOTS) 
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EXPERIMENT   14,   ON  HEAVY  SOIL,   PLANTED   OCT.  20,   1933 
(AVERAGES  OF  16  MOSAIC  AND  16  INITIALLY 

HEALTHY  PLOTS) 
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tible  variety.  C.P.  29/291,  an  unreleased  seedling,  was 
shown  by  Abbott  to  be  resistant  to  red  rot  and  was  other- 
wise of  great  commercial  promise,  until  it  was  tested  for 
mosaic.  It  is  not  seriously  damaged  by  secondary,  or 
field  infections,  but  on  replanting  the  diseased  stalks,  the 
resulting  primary  mosaic  reveals  its  damaging  effect.  Ta- 
ble 4  shows  a  reduction  of  12.8  tons  of  plant  cane  per 
acre,  equivalent  to  a  loss  of  approximately  44%,  from  the 
planting  of  mosaic  diseased  seed.  Such  results  emphasize 
the  importance  of  adequate  disease  trials  before  promis- 
ing new  seedlings  are  given  wide  publicity  and  are   ex- 


TABLE  2. — Results  from  two  experiments  to  determine  the  ef- 
fect of  mosaic  on  Co.  290,  at  the  U.  S.  Sugar  Plant  Field  Station, 
Houma,  La.,  1933-1934. 
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EXPERIMENT    12,    ON    "MIXED"    SOIL,    PLANTED    SEPT. 
(1932    (AVERAGES  OF  16  MOSAIC  AND  16  INITIALLY 
HEALTHY  PLOTS)  
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EXPERIMENT  15,  ON  HEAVY   SOIL,   PLANTED  OCT.   20, 
(AVERAGES  OF  16  MOSAIC  AND  16  INITIALLY 
HEALTHY  PLOTS) 
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TABLE  3. — Results  from  four  experiments  to  determine  the 
effect  of  mosaic  on  P.O.J.  234,  at  the  U.  S.  Sugar  Plant  Field  Sta- 
tion, Houma,  La.,  1929-33. 
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EXPERIMENT    2,    ON   HEAVY    SOIL,    PLANTED    NOV.   7,    1929 
(AVERAGES  OF  12  MOSAIC  AND  12  INITIALLY 

HEALTHY  PLOTS)  
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EXPERIMENT   4,    ON    LIGHT    SOIL,    PLANTED    NOV    3,    1930. 

(AVERAGES  OF  10  MOSAIC  AND  10  INITIALLY 

HEALTHY  PLOTS) 
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EXPERIMENT  10,  ON  MIXED  SOIL,  PLANTED  SEPT.  30,  1932. 

(AVERAGES  OF  16  MOSAIC  AND  16  INITIALLY 

HEALTHY  PLOTS) 
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EXPERIMENT  13,   ON  HEAVY   SOIL,   PLANTED  OCT.  20,  1933. 

(AVERAGES  OF  16  MOSAIC  AND  16  INITIALLY 

HEALTHY  PLOTS) 
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tensively  planted  by  uninformed  growers. 
Summary 
Table  5  shows  total  and  percentage  losses  from  mosaic 
in  the  experiments  already  cited  where  two  or  more  crops 
were  harvested.  Summary  data  are  also  included  for  ex- 
periments on  P.O.J.  36-M  and  P.O.J.  213,  varieties  still 
widely  grown  in  the  sirup  producing  sections  of  the  Gulf 
States.  In  this  table,  both  sirup  and  sugar  producers  may 
see  what  their  possible  losses  may  be  from  starting  a 
crop  cycle  from  fully  infected  seed.  In  Experiment  7,  for£- 
cents  per  pound,  would  represent  a  total  of  $98.31  per 
acre  for  the  three  crops  grown  from  that  original  plant- 
ing. It  is  unlikely  that  any  Louisiana  grower  has  thus  far 
suffered  to  this  extent  because  prior  to  1934,  very  few, 
if  any,  fields  were  planted  with  seed  that  approached 
100%  mosaic  infection.  It  must  also  be  remembered  that 
these  results  are  from  a  single  locality  and  that  somewhat 

TABLE  4.— Effect   of  mosaic   on   yield   of   C.P.   29/291;   Test  16, 
planted  Oct.  20,  1933  in  heavy  soil  with  8  replications. 
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•  Not  statistically  significant. 
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TABLE   5.— Total    plant-cane    and    stubble    yields    In    9   experi- 
ments  to   determine   the  loss  from    planting   mosaic   seed-cane. 

Total    Yield 
Tons  of  cane  per  acre  |Loss  of  sugar  per  acre 
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•  Not   statistically   significant. 


higher  or  lower  figures  might  have  been  obtained  on  dif- 
ferent soils  or  in  other  sections  of  the  sugar  belt. 

There  is  great  variation  in  loss  even  between  tests  on 
the  same  variety.  This  cannot  be  entirely  explained  at 
present  but  is  probably  accounted  for  partly  at  least  by 
soil  and  climatic  differences  from  year  to  year  and  va- 
riation in  prevalence  of  virus  strains.  Three  of  the  four 
known  strains  of  the  mosaic  virus  were  identified  in  the 
1934  crops  of  the  Co.  281  experiments. 
Recommendations 

(1)  Every  cane  grower,  overseer,  and  manager  should 
learn  to  recognize  mosaic  in  his  fields  and  thus  enable 
himself  to  deal  intelligently  with  this  problem. 

(2)  Examine  during  the  summer  all  fields  of  Co.  281 
and  Co.  290  and  make  note  of  those  fields,  or  parts  of 
fields  showing  least  mosaic  that  might  be  used  for  seed 
next  fall.  Sufficient  mosaic-free  Co.  290  will  be  available 
in  most  sections  at  little  or  no  extra  cost  to  meet  all 
planting  requirements  for  the  next  crop.     In  case  of  Co. 


281  much  searching  will  be  necessary  with  inevitable 
disappointment  in  some  cases.  Nevertheless  every  grow- 
er should  strive,  through  selection  in  his  own  fields,  or 
by  exchange  or  purchase  from  others,  to  plant  for  his 
main  crop  the  healthiest  seed  cane  obtainable. 

(3)  Secure   enough   mosaic-free   seed   to    plant   an   ap- 
example,  a  loss   of  3277   pounds   of  sugar,  if  valued  at  3  •    ; 
propriately    isolated    seed    plot   or   field    which   should    be 
heavily   fertilized,   kept   free   from    mosaic    and    increased 

to  meet  future  planting  requirements.  Locate  these 
healthy  fields  away  from  water  courses  or  other  weedy 
areas  and  keep  them  free  from  grasses.  A  wide  border 
of  C.P.  807  or  C.P.  28/19  would  further  help  to  keep  out 
mosaic. 

(4)  For  starting  such  seed  plots  arrangements  should 
be  made  to  contract  and  distribute  to  all  who  may  request 
it,  the  large  amount  of  healthy  seed  of  Co.  281  that  will 
be  available  along  the  northern  fringe  of  the  Sugar  Belt, 
particularly  in  the  Bunkie  and  Meeker  districts.  Smaller 
areas  are  to  be  found  on  muck  soils  in  lower  Lafourche 
Parish  and  on  several  plantations  that  have  practiced 
seed  selection. 

(5)  It  is  suggested  that  a  competent  inspector  be  em- 
ployed temporarily  by  some  agency  to  examine  all  these 
scattered  areas  of  healthy  cane  and  certify  for  seed  pur- 
poses those  fields  with  less  than  5  per  cent  mosaic.  The 
value  of  certified  seed  potatoes  is  appreciated  by  all 
farmers  and  it  is  believed  a  local  arrangement  for  cer- 
tification of  healthy  seed  cane  would  prove  equally  prof- 
itable. The  cane  might  be  distributed  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  new  varieties  but  in  larger  quantities.  A  small 
premium  per  ton  to  defray  the  cost  of  certification,  plus 
freight  or  truckage  charges  should  prove  a  profitable  in- 
vestment because  of  the  healthier  crops  produced.     Fur- 
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thermore,  cane  from  the  northern  districts  would  be  prac- 
tically free  from  borers. 

Judging  by  the  past,  it  is  hardly  to  be  expected  that 
every  year  will  witness  the  extensive  mosaic  spread  that 
occurred  in  1933  and  1934.  If  epidemics  should  recur 
this  year  and  again  in  1936,  the  benefit  from  having 
started  all  new  plantings  of  Co.  281  with  fairly  healthy 
seed  would,  according  to  the  experiments,  undoubtedly 
still  be  greater  than  the  (moderate)  extra  cost,  but  fur- 
ther selection,  exchange  or  bringing  in  of  additional 
healthy  seed  for  the  following  crop  would  of  course  have 
to  be  continued.  In  the  absence  of  appreciable  mosaic 
spread,  great  progress  will  have  been  made  toward  re- 
storing the  original  splendid  yields  of  this  valuable  va- 
riety. Except  for  harvesting,  it  costs  no  more  to  pro- 
duce a  healthy  crop  than  a  diseased  one,  and  it  is  hoped 
that  henceforth  growers  generally  will  take  heed  of  this 
important  leak  in  their  annual  revenue. 


The  Syrup  Program 

(By  C.  J.  Boitrg) 
Washington,  D.  C,  April  27th,  1935. 

After  months  of  battling  and  uncertainty,  we  seem 
to  be  on  the  verge  of  securing  the  syrup  program  for 
which  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has  consist- 
ently and  persistently  contended  during  the  past  year. 

There  would  be  no  purpose  in  reciting  the  details  of 
the  fight,  much  of  which  has  already  been  recorded 
in  previous  issues  of  the  Bulletin  as  they  were  hap- 
pening. The  most  recent  development,  however,  was 
the  public  hearing  in  Montgomery,  Alabama,  the  no- 
tice of  which  was  published  in  full  in  the  last  issue. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  there  were  three  an- 
nounced subjects  open  to  discussion:  1.  benefits  to 
growers-f or-syrup ;  2.  a  marketing  agreement  for  sy- 
rup producers ;  3.  a  reduction  or  abatement  of  the 
processing  tax  on  syrup.  No  testimony  was  offered 
at  the  hearing  concerning  the  latter  two  subjects,  all 
witnesses  being  growers  for  syrup  who  asked  that  bene- 
fit payments  be  made  to  all  growers  on  the  same  basis. 
As  of  October  4,  1934, the  Sugar  Section  AAA  had 
announced  that  growers-for-syrup  in  the  Louisiana 
Sugar  Belt  composed  of  twenty -two  Parishes,  would 
receive  benefits  comparable  to  growers  who  delivered 
cane  to  sugar  mills.  Acting  upon  this  announcement, 
and  commitments  made  by  the  Sugar  Section  sube- 
quently  in  the  form  of  letters  and  personal  conver- 
sation, the  Louisiana  growers  made  an  appearance  at 
the  hearing  but  offered  no  testimony,  considering  their 
case  closed,  except  as  to  details  of  performance.  At 
all  times  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has  been 
sympathetic  to  the  cause  of  growers-for-syrup  through- 
out the  South,  and  we  have  felt  that  the  success  of  our 
program  depended  first  upon  the  recognition  of  the 
status  of  all  growers  of  sugarcane,  which  is  the  basic 
commodity. 

The  present  prospects  are  that  there  will  be  a  syrup 
program,  after  all.  The  1934  grower  will  probably 
be  paid  on  his  production  at  the  rate  of  ten  cents  per 
gallon,  provided  that  he  agrees  to  reduce  his  production 
12%.  Growers  of  sugarcane  for  syrup  in  the  syrup 
belt  of  the  South  are  prospectively  to  be  included  in 
this  program,  provided  they  delivered  their  cane  to 
a  commercial  syrup  mill,  on  whose  product  the  pro- 
cessing tax  has  been  returned  for  1934.  Syrup  mills 
equipped  to  make  sugar   (as  provided  in  the  Benefit 


Payment  Contract)  are  prospectively  to  be  accepted 
as  sugar  mills  and  growers  delivering  to  them  per- 
mitted to  receive  benefit  payments  under  the  sugar 
contract.  We  await  the  official  announcement  hope- 
fully. 

Extension  of  Jones-Costigan  Act 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 

Senator  Costigan  has  introduced  a  Bill,  (S.  2648) 
and  Mr.  Jones  of  Texas  has  introduced  a  similar  Bill 
(H.  R.  7677)  to  extend  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  until 
December  31,  1937,  in  lieu  of  the  present  expiration 
date  of  May  9,  1937. 

We  recognize  that  having  the  Act  expire  in  the 
middle  of  a  calendar  year  is  not  a  good  idea,  particu- 
larly when  we  consider  the  collection  of  processing 
taxes,  although  we  should  also  consider  the  fact  that 
if  the  processing  tax  is  removed  on  December  31st,  all 
of  the  sugar  produced  in  continental  United  States  in 
the  Fall  of  1936  would  be  the  subject  of  a  processing 
tax,  while  the  refiner  would  only  pay  taxes  on  sugar 
actually  processed  by  them  up  to  that  date.  This 
would  mean  that  beet  and  cane  sugar  produced  and 
processed  in  continental  United  States  in  1936,  but 
sold  in  1937  would  be  at  a  disadvantage  in  competing 
with  sugar  refined  in  1937  and  sold  in  1937,  unless 
some  readjustment  is  made. 

At  the  present  time  the  growers-  have  contracts  for 
benefit  payments  on  the  1935  crop  with  the  privilege 
of  extending  the  payments  to  the  1936  crop.  No  con- 
tract has  yet  been  offered  or  entered  into  for  payment 
on  the  1937  crop. 

If  the  Administration  insists  upon  these  Bills  being 
considered  at  the  present  time,  we  must  at  least  try  to 
add  two  amendments : 

(1)  Protecting  the  continental  processor  from 
paying  a  tax  in  1937  on  sugar  which  will  be 
sold  after  the  expiration  date  or  in  1938 ; 

(2)  Providing  for  benefit  payments  in  1937  to 
our  growers. 

We  are  told  that  the  Administration  does  not  want 
to  undertake  to  amend  the  Act  at  this  time  except  with 
regard  to  the  extension  of  the  expiration  date,  but  if 
any  amendments  are  considered,  there  is  no  telling 
where  the  legislation  would  lead. 

It  seems  to  be  the  general  opinion  among  sugar  men 
here  in  Washington  that  it  would  be  better  to  post- 
pone all  legislation  until  the  1936  Session,  when  the 
entire  question  could  be  considered,  whether  to  extend 
the  Act,  on  what  basis  and  with  what  changes.  As  for 
us,  we  still  maintain  that  the  American  market  belongs 
to  the  American  farmer,  and  we  hope  to  see  that  prin- 
ciple adopted  in  any  future  sugar  legislation. 

Still  Hope  for  Full  Base  Production 

Following  the  announcement  of  the  Sugar  Section 
of  the  AAA  on  April  11th  regarding  compliance  on 
the  part  of  growers  in  Louisiana,  wherein  the  pro- 
duction allotments  are  computed  upon  the  acreage  ne- 
cessary to  produce  an  arbitrary  221,000  tons  of  sugar, 
the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has  filed  a  formal 
protest  by  direction  of  its  Executive  Committee.  The 
decision  in  this  matter  will  be  finally  made  at  the 
grinding  season,  when  we  hope  that  the  situation  will 
be  such  that  a  more  liberal  attitude  will  be  taken  by 
the   Secretary   of   Agriculture,   granting   benefit   pay- 
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merits  on  all  sugar  cane  produced  and  harvested  by  co- 
cooperating  growers  under  their  base  production  con- 
tracts. 


Results 


(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 

The  effectiveness  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League  and  its  friends  in  Congress  is  well  demon- 
strated by  the  recent  developments. 

First,  the  application  of  the  American  Molasses 
Company  for  a  reduction  in  the  rate  of  processing  tax 
Dn  invert  syrup,  was  denied  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
:ulture.  The  League  opposed  this  application  in  the 
fllblic  hearing. 

Second,  the  plan  for  converting  surplus  cane  in 
Puerto  Rico  into  high-test  molasses  is  being  carried 
pit  on  so  small  a  scale  as  to  be  relatively  harmless. 
We  never  opposed  the  granting  of  relief  to  the 
Puerto  Rican  growers  or  to  the  drought-  stricken  live- 
stock feeders  of  the  West,  but  we  protested  vigor- 
msly  against  flooding  the  United  States  molasses  mar- 
kets without  the  strictest  sort  of  control  on  the  part 
)f  the  Secretary  to  prevent  diversion  and  price-cutting. 
rhe  elaborate  plan  first  proposed  by  the  A. A. A.  was 
tbandoned  in  the  face  of  strong  protests,  even  from 
Duerto  Ricans  themselves,  and  most  effective  among 
he  protests  were  those  filed  by  the  several  Members 
>f  Congress  from  Louisiana.  True,  a  restricted  plan 
vas  later  announced,  but  it  came  late  in  the  season, 
ifter  most  of  the  regular  run  blackstrap  molasses  in 
Duerto  Rico  had  been  sold,  and  the  delays  which  in- 
ervened  helped  to  remove  the  harmful  effects  to  our 
-ouisiana  molasses  producers  to  a  large  extent.  It  is 
Impropriate  and  deserved  to  state  Congressman  Paul 
\Ialoney  filed  a  powerful  and  unanswerable  protest 
vith  the  Administrator  in  this  regard  in  which  he  con- 
entrated  all  arguments  in  the  case  for  Louisiana  as 
•resented  severally  by  others  Members  of  Congress 
rom  Louisiana. 


Back  Numbers  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin 

The  New  York  Public  Library,  Fifth  Avenue  and 
End  Street,  New  York  City,  is  anxious  to  obtain  for 
finding  and  permanent  preservation  the  following  is- 
nes  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin  : 

All  issues  in  volumes  one  to  twelve,  inclusive  ; 
also  numbers  one  to  eleven  in  volume  thirteen. 
Mr.    Robert   Lingel,   of   the   Library   staff,   who   is 


Reserve    Refinery 
Reserve,  La. 


handling  this  matter,  asks  that  any  subscriber  to  The 
Sugar  Bulletin  who  happens  to  have  any  of  the  above 
mentioned  back  numbers  that  he  does  not  want,  will 
kindly  send  same  to  him.  All  copies  sent  should  be 
marked  for  the  attention  of  Mr.  Lingel. 
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The  Reorganization  of  the  Sugar  Exchange 

We  are  glad  to  be  able  to  report  the  success  of  a  movement  that  has  been  quietly  in  the  making 
during  the  past  several  months  having  as  its  purpose  the  creation  and  establishment  in  New  Orleans  of  an 
active,  wide-awake,  progressive  Sugar  Exchange. 

In  the  history  of  the  sugar  industry  of  Louisiana  one  of  the  most  important  pages  is  that  filled  by 
the  old  Louisiana  Sugar  &  Rice  Exchange,  whose  building,  long  a  landmark  at  the  corner  of  Front  and 
Bienville  Streets,  was  completed  and  dedicated  in  1884.  Its  first  President  was  the  Honorable  Edward  J. 
Gay,  grand-father  of  the  distinguished  gentleman  of  the  same  name  now  prominent  among  us.  Its  first 
Secretary  was  Mr.  Daniel  D.  Colcock,  who  proved  to  be  one  of  the  world's  foremost  sugar  statisticians  and 
under  whose  supervision  the  Exchange  prospered  and  expanded  and  became  the  undisputed  commercial 
center  of  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry.  '' 

Within  the  past  several  years  on  account  of  its  present  obsolete  location  and  due  to  the  different 
methods  of  marketing  of  the  Louisiana  crop,  this  once  memorable  organization  has  been  a  saddening 
feature  of  our  industry  here,  but  on  account  of  the  abnormal  conditions  now  prevailing  in  the  sugar  in- 
dustry it  is  more  essential  now  than  ever  before  that  something  be  done  to  continue  the  good  work  ac- 
complished by  the  present  Exchange  in  its  heyday. 

Realizing  all  this  a  group  of  men  representing  the  most  alert  and  active  section  of  the  membership 
of  the  old  Exchange  have  formed  a  new  Exchange  to  be  known  as  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange.  The 
rooms  of  the  new  Exchange  will  be  opened  in  the  business  heart  of  New  Orleans  and  a  live,  aggressive, 
serviceable  institution  will  be  set  going  which  will  fill  a  recognized  need  and  it  should  easily  succeed  in 
making  itself  indispensable,  for  there  is  ample  field  for  its  activities.  The  leaders  in  the  establishment  of 
the  Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange  are  Messrs.  R.  M.  Murphy  of  Milliken  &  Farwell,  W.  A.  Sullivan  of  Gay, 
Sullivan  &  Co.,  Henry  Martin  of  Harry  L.  Laws  &  Co.,  J.  C.  LeBourgeois  of  LeBourgeois  Brokerage 
Company  and  E.  A.  Rainold  of  E.  A.  Rainold,  Inc.  In  addition  most  of  the  bankers  and  prominent  busi- 
ness men  and  officials  of  the  different  railroads  serving  the  sugar  industry  are  supporting  the  new  organ- 
ization, the  need  for  which  they  all  realize. 

The  organizers  of  the  new  Exchange  have  wisely  announced  at  the  outset  that  they  want  the 
Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange  tied  in  closely  with  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry,  and  that  they  will  cooperate 
with  similar  organizations  for  the  benefit  of  the  industry.  They  know  that  team  work  is  the  surest  guaran- 
tee of  a  wholesome,  satisfactory  functioning  for  the  well-being  of  producer  and  seller  alike.  The  new 
Exchange  wants  the  producers  to  belong  to  it,  help  it,  advise  it  and  travel  with  it  towards  a  community 
of  success.      This  idea  will  undoubtedly  be  well  received  and  heartily  supported. 

Cane  growers,  producers  of  sugar,  syrup  and  molasses  throughout  Louisiana  will  be  asked  to  join 
the  Exchange  and  become  a  vital  part  of  it.  They  should  all  do  so.  In  that  direction  lies  a  splendid 
success.  To  let  the  proposal  lag  or  falter  because  of  a  failure  by  the  producers  themselves  to  cooperate 
would  be  very  unintelligent  and  very  regrettable.  The  Louisiana  sugar  industry  ought  not  to  be  without 
a  Sugar  Exchange. 
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A  very  important  and  interesting  task  has  been  un-  freeze  of   November  12th,   1911,  greatly  reduced  the 

dertaken  by,  or  under  the  auspices  of,  the  Grower-  yield  per  ton,  so  much  so  that  the  State  failed  to  even 

Processor  Committee  of  Louisiana,  consisting  of  a  sur-  reach  its  previous  sugar  record  made  in  1904. 

vey  to  determine  the  following  facts :  The  survey  is  to  be  conducted,  as  we  understand  it, 

1.  The  number  of  acres  of  available  cane  land  in  the  under  the  supervision  of  Mr.  W.  G.  Taggart,  Assistant 
sugar  belt.  Director  of  the  Louisiana  Experiment  Station.     This 

2.  The  number  of  acres  now  planted  in  cane.  is  a  guarantee  that  it  will  be  performed  ably  and  con- 

3.  The  number  of  acres  in  other  crops.  scientiously. 

4.  The  number  of  acres  idle.  A      _,      ;    Z        ^             ^,.    . 

5.  The  number  of  acres  in  other  crops  or  idle  that  A     rrCIffht     K&16     Tight 
would  go  into  cane  if  the  quota  was  increased.                                                    . 

6.  The  number  of  people  required  to  grow  the  new  The  Louisiana  Public  Service  Commission  held  a 
acreage  that  would  develop,  if  allowed.  Hearing  in  New  Orleans  on  May  6th,  1935,  at  which 

7.  The  new  domestic  business  that  could  be  fur-  the  matter  of  increased  intrastate  "emergency"  rates  on 
nished  the  country  as  a  whole  by  the  rejuvena-  various  commodities  was  on  the  docket.  The  Ameri- 
tion  of  the  sugar  industry.  can  Sugar  Cane  League  was  represented  at  the  Hearing 

The  matter  of  the  actual  acreage  in  sugar  cane  in  re-  by  Mr.  E.  H.  Thornton  and  Mr.  C.  A.  Mitchell  of  the 
cent  years  is  of  course  known,  being  set  forth  in  the  New  Orleans  Joint  Traffic  Bureau. 
U.  S.  Government  Statistics,  but  the  potential  sugar  The  League  contended  that  sugar — raw,  direct  con- 
cane  acreage  is  something  on  which  there  is  no  data.  sumption  and  refined — should  not  be  made  subject  to 
At  the  same  time  it  is  a  question  that  is  repeatedly  increase.  Any  increase  at  all  on  raw  sugar  was  vigor- 
asked,  and  on  the  answer  to  it  depend  many  important  ously  combatted,  but  the  League's  opposition  to  an  in- 
reflexes,  especially  during  the  present  period  of  Gov-  crease  in  the  rates  on  refined  sugar  was  limited  to  hauls 
ernment  control,  restrictions,  doles,  relief  rolls,  quotas  not   exceeding    180   miles.     Likewise   in   the   case   of 
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canned  syrup  or  molasses  no  opposition  was  made  by 
the  League  to  increases  in  rates  on  hauls  exceeding 
180  miles  but  in  the  case  of  syrup,  molasses  and  black- 
strap when  shipped  in  tank  cars  or  barrels  from  produc- 
ing points  to  processing  or  storage  centers  in  the  State 
all  increases,  regardless  of  length  of  haul,  were  op- 
posed. 

The  League  introduced  as  evidence  the  action  taken 
recently  by  the  California  Public  Service  Commission 
exempting  all  kinds  of  sugar,  as  well  as  blackstrap  mo- 
lasses, from  any  intrastate  increase  in  rates.  Testimony 
was  introduced  also  to  show  that  any  increase  in  the 
rates  on  raw  sugar  would  come  out  of  the  producers' 
pockets,  and  that  the  present  rates  were  burdensome  on 
the  producers,  who  could  not  stand  any  increase.  It  was 
shown  that  a  large  part  of  the  raw  sugar  shipments 
made  in  Louisiana  pay  as  high  as  16c  per  hundred 
pounds  freight,  while  foreign  sugar  is  transported  here 
all  the  way  from  Cuba  for  12c  per  hundred  pounds. 
No  attempt  is  being  made  to  increase  the  rate  on  sugar 
cane  and  consequently  that  was  not  touched  on. 

The  Louisiana  Public  Service  Commission  took  the 
matter  under  advisement. 

The  Visit  of  Secretary  Wallace  To 
Louisiana 


(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 
The  occasion  of  the  visit  to  Louisiana  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  has  an  important  significance  for 
the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  in  the  light  of  the  direct 
comments  which  the  Secretary  made  about  the  Sugar 
Program. 

These  remarks  would  not  be  nearly  so  significant 
or  encouraging  if  it  were  not  for  the  public  statements 
which  Secretary  Wallace  had  made  some  months  ago 
at  Ruston,  Louisiana,  regarding  the  economic  status 
and  efficiency  of  sugar  production  in  Louisiana.  It  is 
appropriate  to  recognize  right  here  the  fact  that  stu- 
dents of  agricultural  economics  and  national  policies 
often  have  theories  which  turn  out  to  be  impractical 
when  they  are  given  the  responsibility  of  dealing  with 
problems  as  administrators  or  executors.  It  is  our 
opinion  that  this  transition  has  occurred  and  while  no 
definite  statement  was  made  by  the  Secretary  on 
future  policy,  his  discussion  of  the  benefits  to  Louis- 
iana cane  farmers  shows  that  he  points  with  pride  to 
what  is  being  accomplished  under  his  administration 
of  the  present  law. 

The   Secretary  emphasizes   his  willingness  to  assist 
the  sugar  industry  in   Louisiana  when  he  directs  at- 
tention to  what  is  being  done,  in  the  following  words : 
"In  years  past  Louisiana  cane  farmers  were  forced 
to  contend  with  unregulated  admission  of  cane  sugar 
from    insular   areas    and    foreign    countries    in   excess 
of  market  needs,  and  growers  were  dependent  solely 
upon  payments  received  from  the  sugar  factories  for 
their  returns  from  the  crop.     Assistance  to  the  sugar- 
cane  growers   and   the   sugar    industry   in   Louisiana, 
therefore,  has  been  given  in  three  ways. 

"First  of  all,  under  the  quota  provisions  of  the 
Jones-Costigan  Act,  importations  of  sugars  from  the 
insular  areas  and  foreign  countries  have  been  fixed 
in  accordance  with  market  requirements. 

"Secondly,  direct  benefit  payments  have  been  made 
to  cane  growers  in  accordance  with  established  pro- 


cedure under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act.  Un- 
like growers  of  other  basic  commodities,  Louisiana 
cane  growers  have  been  virtually  assured  prewar 
parity  returns  on  their  production. 

"Thirdly,  the  production  adjustment  contract  for 
Louisiana  cane  growers  also  provides  that  in  the 
event  of  crop  damage  or  crop  failure  due  to  climatic 
calamities,  crop  deficiency  payments  will  be  made. 
The  Louisiana  cane  growers  are  thereby  given  a  sub- 
stantial measure  of  crop  insurance  under  the  A.A.A. 
program. 

"Under  the  sugar  legislation  of  May  1934  and  the 
Louisiana  crop  adjustment  program  carried  out  under 
that  legislation,  the  value  of  the  1934  crop  (the  first 
to  be  distributed  under  the  New  Deal),  including 
benefit  payments  which  have  already  been  made  to 
producers  and  which  will  be  made  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  contracts  with  producers,  will  be 
about  $13,500,000,  which  figure  is  not  only  much 
above  the  1920-30  average  but  is  close  to  the  average 
of  the  more  favorable  period  1920-25. 

"A  sugarcane  sirup  program  is  being  developed, 
approval  of  which  would  result  in  a  further  increase 
in  the  income  of  sugarcane  growers  in  Louisiana." 
We  have  not  been  satisfied  with  the  entire  program 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  although  we  could 
not  be  so  unfair  as  to  refuse  to  recognize  the  benefits. 
The  Secretary  has  been  told  personally  of  the  hope 
which  sugar  cane  farmers  entertain  for  a  more  liberal 
interpretation  of  the  Act  and  a  broader  use  of  the 
great  discretionary  powers  accorded  to  the  Secretary 
under  the  Act.  The  Secretary  made  the  following 
general  statements  which  apply  to  sugar  cane  as  well 
as  to  any  other  basic  commodities :  "Agriculture  must 
insist  upon  the  use  of  governmental  powers  exactly 
as  long  as  they  are  employed  by  labor  and  industry 
and  finance."  He  added  that :  "It  is  time  for  farm- 
ers to  get  up  on  their  hind  legs  and  fight  for  what 
they  know  to  be  simple  justice." 

In  keeping  with  the  spirit  of  this  injunction  from 
the  Secretary  himself,  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League  has  protested  some  of  the  rulings  already  an- 
nounced and  asked  for  revision.  In  view  of  the  Secre- 
tary's own  words,  we  are  encouraged  to  feel  that 
since  our  protests  and  claims  are  based  upon  what  we 
consider  to  be  "simple  justice,"  we  will  receive  the 
sympathetic  consideration  of  the  Executive  who  comes 
into  our  State  and  reminds  us  personally  that  we  are 
entitled  to  our  "fair  share  of  the  national  income." 
We  ask  nothing  more,  but  we  shall  continue  to  insist 
upon  exactly  that ! 


Petroleum  And  Its  Products 
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Condensed  Synopsis  of  Program  of 

Sugarcane  Production  For  South 

Louisiana  1935-1936 

Prepared  by  Louisiana  Cane  Planters  in  Conference 

With  Louisiana  Agricultural  Extension  and 

Experiment  Station  Workers 

It  is  a  well  recognized  fact  today  that  economical 
production  and  soil  fertility  go  hand  in  hand.  In  other 
words,  crops  grown  on  fertile  soil  can  be  produced  at 
a  lesser  cost  than  crops  grown  on  infertile  soil.  The 
soils  of  the  sugar  belt  lend  themselves  readily  to  good 
management.  In  fact,  these  soils  are  easier  to  keep 
in  a  high  stage  of  productivity  than  any  soils  in  the 
United  States.  Knowing  this  to  be  true,  no  cane  grower 
should  ever  plant  cane  on  land  which  has  not  been 
grown  to  a  legume  crop  and  that  legume  crop  turned 
under.  In  1890,  Stubbs  said  in  a  Louisiana  bulletin, 
that  one  crop  of  cowpeas  turned  under  in  comparison 
with  one  crop  harvested  for  hay  resulted  in  an  increase 
of  7.42  tons  of  cane  per  acre  and  that  the  effect  of 
this  legume  crop  turned  under  showed  continuous  crop 
yields  throughout  three  years. 

Turning  under  legume  crops,  in  addition  to  furnish- 
ing nitrogen  and  organic  matter,  also  serves  to  render 
mineral  plant  food  soluble.  Tests  at  the  Baton  Rouge 
station  show  that  when  soybeans  are  cut  for  hay  the 
soil  contains  114  pounds  available  phosphate  per  acre. 
Whereas,  if  this  crop  were  turned  under,  the  soil  would 
contain  189  pounds  of  available  phosphate  per  acre. 

Whenever  it  is  necessary  to  harvest  summer  legumes, 
a  winter  legume  on  fall  plant  cane  should  be  substitut- 
ed for  it.  The  best  winter  legume  for  this  purpose 
has  been  found  to  be  melilotus  indica. 

Melilotus  indica  can  be  planted  on  all  of  the  first 
bottom  Mississippi  or  Red  River  soils  without  the 
use  of  lime,  but  on  acid  soils  along  Bayou  Teche, 
or  the  second  bottom  soils  around  Lafayette, 
lime  must  be  applied  or  this  crop  cannot  be 
grown  successfully.  If  it  is  desired  to  use  crushed 
oyster  shells,  this  material  should  be  applied  one 
year  previous  to  planting  melilotus.  If  it  ib  desired 
to  apply  lime  and  plant  melilotus  in  the  same  year,  air- 
slaked  lime  should  be  used.  After  the  soil  has  been 
brought  up  to  a  high  stage  of  productivity,  it  has  not 
been  found  economical  to  use  more  than  one  crop  of 
summer  legumes  in  rotation  between  cane  crops.  Such 
practice  will  give  a  small  increase  in  favor  of  the  wider 
rotation  but  not  sufficient  to  justify  the  extra  use  of 
the  land  in  rotation. 

In  order  to  utilize  the  soil  productive  power  in  grow- 
ing crops,  we  must  do  the  mechanical  work  necessary  to 
insure  a  good  seedbed.  This  work  on  our  part,  should 
begin  by  thoroughly  breaking  or  turning  under  the  le- 
gume crop.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we  skimp  in  the  pre- 
parations of  our  seedbed  this  negligence  forces  us  to 
plow  after  the  crop  has  begun  to  develop  its  root  sys- 
tem, and  at  best,  we  can  never  bring  about  the  state  of 
tilth  which  is  inducive  to  good  crop  production.  Along 
with  soil  preparation,  drainage  is  of  maximum  im- 
portance. 

The  three  commercial  field  varieties,  Co.  281,  Co. 
290  and  C.  P.  807,  are  at  the  present  time  the  most  ex- 
tensively grown  canes  in  the  State.  P.  O.  J.  234  is  still 
one  of  the  most  important  varieties  in  the  Red  River, 


Atchafalaya  and  extreme  upper  Mississippi  River  sec- 
tions, while  in  the  western  area,  P.  O.  J.  36  is  grown 
on  an  extensive  field  basis. 

In  most  sections  of  the  cane  belt,  Co.  281  has  proven 
to  be  definitely  superior  to  the  P.  O.  J.  varieties.  In 
the  Red  River,  Atchafalaya,  and  extreme  upper  Missis- 
sippi River  sections,  P.  O.  J.  234  and  Co.  281  compare 
very  closely  and  are  both  important  field  varieties, 
while  in  the  western  section,  Co.  281  has  about  equalled 
the  performance  of  P.  O.  J.  36,  the  main  field  cane. 

All  of  our  data  indicate  that  Co.  281  does  its  best  on 
fertile  soils  and  responds  well  to  good  cultivation.  On 
poor  lands  it  is  apt  to  be  disappointing  from  a  yield 
standpoint. 

The  variety  has  made  its  best  showing  in  the  alluvial 
river  area.  It  has  also  done  well  on  the  better  lands 
of  the  St.  Mary,  St.  Martin,  Vermilion,  Lafayette  and 
Iberia  area. 

In  the  northern  portion  of  the  sugar  district,  we  be- 
lieve that  the  acreage  of  this  variety  should  be  greatly 
increased.  The  excellent  windrowing  qualities  of  the 
cane  offer  a  very  good  safeguard  against  possible  loss 
from  early  bud  killing  freezes.  Co.  281  responds  well 
to  summer,  fall  and  spring  planting. 

For  the  past  several  seasons,  Co.  290  has  performed 
outstandingly  in  all  sections  of  the  cane  belt,  except  the 
northern  area.  Field  tonnages  have  been  high,  and  the 
sucrose  content  on  the  whole  has  been  excellent. 

This  variety  is  recommended  for  commercial  field 
planting  in  the  parishes  of  St.  Mary,  Iberia,  St.  Mar- 
tin, Lafayette  and  Vermilion,  also  in  the  lower  river 
alluvial  parishes  on  those  lands  where  it  has  matured 
satisfactorily  in  the  past.  Co.  290  has  many  fine  ad- 
vantages, among  which  are  that  it  is  economical  to  cul- 
tivate, harvest  and  mill. 

The  Co.  290  variety  should  be  grown  on  lands  that 
are  known  to  produce  good  or  satisfactory  sucrose 
yields.  It  is  very  important  to  follow  our  previous  re- 
commendation of  planting  this  variety  on  lands  of 
moderate  fertility.  Co.  290  responds  well  to  summer 
and  fall  planting,  and  is  not  recommended  for  spring 
planting  purposes. 

C.  P.  807,  commonly  known  as  "wild  cane"  or  "canne 
sauvage,"  has  proven  to  be  all  that  the  name  implies  in 
vigor,  vitality  and  ability  to  withstand  adverse  condi- 
tions. 

The  variety  is  recommended  for  field  planting  in 
the  lower  river  alluvial  area,  on  heavy  mixed  and  black 
lands,  and  in  the  western  section  in  the  parishes  of  St. 
Mary,  Iberia,  St.  Martin,  Lafayette  and  Vermilion.  It 
has  not  proven  satisfactory  in  the  Red  River  and  upper 
Mississippi  River  area. 

While  C.  P.  807  is  an  economical  cane  to  cultivate, 
it  is  expensive  to  harvest  and  mill.  It  responds  well 
to  summer,  fall  and  spring  planting. 

C.  P.  28-11  and  C.  P.  28-19  are  two  varieties  released 
for  commercial  planting  in  the  fall  of  1934.  Our  data 
indicate  that  they  are  both  early  maturing,  high  sucrose 
canes,  capable  of  producing  higher  tonnages  than  any 
of  the  P.  O.  J.  canes  and  the  Co.  281  variety.  While 
Co.  290  and  C.  P.  807  have  given  higher  field  tonnages, 
they  have  been  much  lower  in  sucrose  content. 

The  Experiment  Station  and  test  field  results  show 
that  C.  P.  28-19  has  surpassed  P.  O.  J.  234  in  sucrose 
and  tonnage  yields,  while  C.  P.  28-11  has  been  about 
on  an  equal  sucrose  basis  with  P.  O.  J.  234,  with  a 
higher  field  yield. 

C.  P.  28-19  has  proven  definitely  superiod  to  C.  P. 
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28-11  in  sucrose,  tonnage,  economy  of  harvesting  and 
milling  and  greater  resistance  to  cane  borers. 

Both  of  these  varieties  are  high-fibred  canes,  being 
about  in  the  same  class  as  C.  P.  807.  The  C.  P.  28-19 
has  shown  better  milling  qualities  than  C.  P.  807,  while 
C.  P.  28-11  has  shown  the  poorest  milling  qualities  of 
the  three. 

C.  P.  28-11  responds  well  to  summer,  fall  and  spring 
planting,  while  C.  P.  28-19  responds  to  summer  and 
early  fall  planting. 

On  early  prepared  land,  plantings  of  Co.  281,  C.  P. 
28-19  and  C.  P.  28-11,  have  been  made  in  early  August, 
and  have  given  satisfactory  results. 

Under  present  plantation  practices,  the  fall  season  is 
the  most  suitable  time  to  plant  cane  in  Louisiana.  The 
fall  planting  season  is  from  about  September  20  to  Oc- 
tober 15  or  as  late  as  November  15.  The  interval  of 
the  first  two  weeks  of  October  is  generally  the  most 
ideal  time  for  cane  planting. 

In  the  fall  planting  program,  the  varieties  should  be 
planted  about  the  following  time : 

C.  P.  28-11,  C.  P.  28-19  and  Co.  281 :  Late  Septem- 
ber to  early  October. 

P.  O.  J.  36,  C.  P.  807  and  Co.  290:  Throughout 
month  of  October. 

P.  O.  J.  234:  Early  October  to  November  15. 

Where  spring  planting  must  be  done,  the  following 
varieties  are  recommended:  Co.  281,  C.  P.  28-11  and 
P.  O.  J.  234. 

Too  little  attention  has  been  given  to  the  method  of 
putting  down  the  seed  cane.  In  Louisiana  we  get  an 
average  germination  of  about  20  per  cent ;  whereas,  in 
almost  all  other  cane-growing  countries  it  is  customary 
to  expect  a  germination  of  80  per  cent.     A  portion  of 


this  difference  is  due  to  the  fact  that  our  seed  cane 
must  go  through  the  winter  in  a  dormant  condition  but 
a  part  of  the  loss  is  due  to  the  haphazard  throwing  of 
the  seed  cane  in  the  row  and  covering  it  up  without  any 
considerable  care.  First,  we  should  place  our  cane  at 
an  elevation  in  the  row  just  above  the  bottom  of  the 
middles.  This  practice  will  insure  drainage  and  at  the 
same  time  avoid  getting  the  stubble  crops  so  high  up  in 
the  air  that  proper  cultivation  cannot  be  given  them. 
The  planting  furrow  should  be  opened  to  a  uniform 
depth  in  order  that  the  covering  of  the  cane  can  be  done 
in  a  like  manner.  A  good  portion  of  our  poor  stands, 
particularly  in  spots,  is  due  to  the  fact  that  such  spots 
have  had  the  cane  covered  to  too  great  a  depth  at  plant- 
ing time.  A  covering  of  from  two  to  four  inches  of 
packed  soil  is  sufficient  to  protect  the  seed  cane 
against  any  weather  that  Louisiana  has  yet  seen.  A 
greater  depth  of  cover  is  just  extra  soil  which  should 
be  removed  in  the  spring  and  which  retards  early  germ- 
ination. 

In  breaking  the  middles  after  the  cane  has  been 
planted,  we  often  build  a  peaked  row  which  covers  the 
seed  cane  to  too  great  a  depth  for  such  time  until  the 
winter  rains  wash  it  down.  In  selecting  seed  cane  for 
planting,  it  should  be  remembered  always  that  borers 
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let  in  red  rot  which  is  the  most  destructive  agent  that 
we  have  to  contend  with  in  getting  a  stand,  particularly 
in  the  case  of  the  P.  O.  J.  213  cane.  Nothing  but  the 
most  borer-free  seed  cane  should  ever  be  used  and 
this  point,  if  watched,  will  go  far  toward  bringing  up 
our  low  percentage  germination.  While  it  is  common 
belief  that  cutting  of  seed  cane  is  a  good  practice,  all  of 
the  actual  experimental  work  so  far  conducted  indicates 
that  there  is  nothing  to  be  gained  by  cutting  seed  cane. 
In  fact,  every  cut  opens  a  wound  through  which  detri- 
mental organisms  may  enter  the  cane  to  spoil  our 
stands.  After  planting,  all  quarter  drains  should  be 
shoveled  out  to  insure  proper  run-off  of  surplus  water. 
When  we  begin  to  cultivate  our  crops,  the  first  oper- 
ation consists  in  wrapping  the  middles.  It  should  be 
done  deeply  and  thoroughly  because  we  are  rapidly  ap- 
proaching the  time  when  no  more  plowing  should  be 
allowed.  But  the  off-bar  furrow  should  not  be  run 
until  the  cane  has  clearly  shown  that  it  is  approaching 
the  stage  when  we  can  expect  it  to  come  up  to  a  stand. 
This  is  particularly  true  in  the  case  of  stubble  canes 
and  it  is  true  because  the  off-bar  furrow  has  to  prune 
the  greater  portion  of  the  old  root  system.  Experi- 
ments have  shown  conclusively  that  this  old  root  sys- 
tem functions  in  feeding  the  young  cane  until  it  has 
established  its  own  root  system,  and  for  that  reason, 
as  much  of  it  as  is  possible  should  be  left  intact  as  late 
in  the  season  as  is  practicable.  In  many  instances,  even 
before  wrapping  the  middles  of  stubble,  it  is  well  to 
sink  the  old  middles  deeply.  The  use  of  the  plant  cane 
scraper  or  the  stubble  shaver  is  optional.  These  are 
two  implements  capable  of  doing  good  work  and  of 
saving  much  money  when  properly  used.  Neither  of 
them  should  be  used  as  a  habit.  On  the  other  hand, 
they  should  be  employed  judiciously  and  intelligently. 
If  the  plant  cane  scraper  is  used  after  much  of  the  cane 
has  come  up,  the  scraper  will  undoubtedly  break  many 
of  the  young  canes  off  back  to  the  mother  stalk.  And 
while  germination  will  come  again  from  such  broken 
canes,  it  will  be  delayed  and  often  is  delayed  until  after 
so  much  soil  has  been  brought  back  to  the  drill  that 
these  weaklings  never  see  daylight.  The  stubble  shaver 
should  never  be  used  until  after  a  thorough  examina- 
tion to  determine  the  condition  of  the  eyes  on  the  root 
stock.  If  examination  shows  the  eyes  on  the  lower 
end  of  the  root  stock  to  be  good,  then  there  is  no  dan- 
ger of  losing  a  stand  by  shaving  stubble.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  the  winter  has  been  such  as  to  cause  the 
lower  end  of  the  root  stock  to  die,  shaving  of  the  upper 
eyes  may  destroy  from  1/3  to  1/2  of  the  good  eyes  re- 
maining, and  may  result  in  gappy  stands. 

The  sled  type  shaver  is  not  suited  to  the  new  varieties 
of  cane  which  we  are  now  growing.  It  tends  to  split 
the  stubbles  and  even  pull  them  out  of  the  ground.  The 
opposing  disc,  when  kept  in  good  mechanical  con- 
dition, makes  a  clean  cut  with  but  little  damage. 
In  using  a  mechanical  scraper  on  plant  cane  this 
operation  has  to  be  planned  for  by  covering 
the  seed  cane  to  a  depth  of  four  inches.  Where 
seed  cane  is  covered  only  two  inches,  it  would  hardly  be 
possible  to  run  without  doing  serious  damage  to  the 
seed  cane.  After  running  the  mechanical  scraper,  all 
fields  should  be  examined  to  see  that  no  portion  of 
them  has  been  left  with  the  cane  too  deeply  covered. 
Not  more  than  two  inches  of  soil  should  be  left  after 
this  operation. 

The  stubble  digger  is  a  tool  which  can  be  dispensed 
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with,  especially  in  the  case  of  very  favorable  weather 
conditions. 

When  the  cane  has  come  up  to  a  stand,  we  are  ready 
to  apply  fertilizers,  and  in  this  operation  we  prefer 
to  so  set  the  spouts  of  the  distributor  so  as  to  distribute 
the  fertilizer  against  the  sides  of  the  middle  rather  than 
around  the  stubble  cane  and  in  the  bar  furrow.  If  the 
fertilizer  is  distributed  along  the  edge  of  the  middles, 
it  will  be  mixed  into  the  soil  when  these  middles  are 
reversed. 

In  reversing  the  middles  we  should  recognize  that 
this  will  be  our  last  chance  to  use  heavy  plows.  The 
middles  should  be  broken  as  deeply  as  is  possible  and 
then  all  forms  of  plows  returned  to  the  tool  shed  to 
stay  until  the  following  fall. 

If  soil  preparation  has  been  good  and  the  middles 
thoroughly  broken,  the  object  of  cultivation  from  this 
stage  on  is  to  suppress  weed  growth  and  maintain  tilth. 
There  is  no  object  in  deep  plowing  during  the  process 
of  cultivation.  Great  care  should  be  exercised  in  the 
cultivation  of  Co.  281  and  the  newly  released  variety 
C.  P.  28-19.  These  varieties  are  both  slow  in  sending 
out  suckers ;  therefore,  no  dirt  should  be  put  to  these 
canes  until  all  suckers  that  are  wanted  are  out.  Many 
stands  have  been  completely  ruined  by  early  dirting. 
In  our  experience,  the  spring  tooth  cultivator  which 
can  be  made  to  cover  a  six-foot  row  at  one  operation 
is  the  ideal  tool  for  the  first,  and  often  the  second 
cultivation.  A  hinged  drag  harrow  made  to  straddle 
the  cane  has  also  proven  a  very  good  implement.  After 
this,  cultivation  around  the  cane  should  be  done  with 
a  disc  cultivator  so  set  that  it  will  cut  a  minimum 
number  of  roots  and  one  of  the  shovel  type  middle  cul- 
tivators should  be  used  to  complete  the  job.  Here 
again  it  pays  to  reverse  the  ordinary  plan  of  procedure 
by  running  the  middle  cultivator  in  front  of  the  disc 
cultivator.  This  is  true  because  the  middle  cultivator 
can  be  made  to  throw  loose  dirt  on  the  side  of  the  row 
to  be  picked  up  by  the  disc  cultivator  and  carried  into 
the  drill  without  going  deep  enough  to  prune  roots. 

It  is  a  well-known  fact  among  cane  growers  that  cane 
does  not  make  its  maximum  growth  until  after  the  lay- 
by. This  is  due  to  the  fact  that  in  late  cultivation, 
root  pruning  is  so  heavy  that  growth  is  delayed.  Where- 
as, after  lay-by  and  the  permanent  root  system  is  es- 
tablished, steady  growth  can  be  maintained.  These 
facts  are  sufficient  to  show  the  necessity  for  an  early 
lay-by.  The  same  procedure  should  be  followed  as  un- 
der cultivation ;  that  is,  running  the  middle  cultivator 
before  the  disc  cultivator.  Care  must  be  taken  not  to 
cut  any  more  roots  than  is  absolutely  necessary. 

Where  proper  rotation  has  been  followed  it  is  not 
profitable  to  apply  fertilizer  to  plant  cane.  All  stubble 
cane  should  receive  approximately  36  pounds  of  nitro- 
gen per  acre,  using  that  source  of  fertilizer  which  gives 
the  desired  quantity  of  nitrogen  at  the  cheapest  price 
per  pound,  except  sulphate  of  ammonia  which  should 
not  be  applied  to  acid  soils. 
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factory  (or  the  1%  ton,  6-cylinder, 
inch  wheelbase  Model  C-30  chassis 
— standard   equipment. 


increased  demand  has  greatly  in- 
creased the  production  on  the  new  Inter- 
national Model  C-30,  and  the  result  is  the 
lowest  price  that  International  Harvester 
has  ever  put  on  a  1^-ton,  6-cylinder 
truck. 

That  increased  demand  is  the  direct 
result  of  a  combination  of  performance 
and  economy  in  a  modern  truck  that 
meets  the  widest  range  of  hauling  re- 
quirements. 

See  this  new  Model  C-30  or  any  other 
International  at  our  showroom.  We'll  be 
glad  to  show  you  the  mechanical  superi- 
orities that  have  enabled  hundreds  of 
C-30  owners  to  operate  their  trucks  at 
lower  cost  for  a  long  lifetime  of  service. 


F-30  CANE  SPECIAL  TRACTOR 

EQUIPPED  WITH  2  ROW 

CULTIVATOR 

The  use  of  this  Cane  Special  Tractor  and  equipment 
means  the  same  thing  towards  lowering  production 
costs  for  the  cane  grower  that  the  Farmall  and  equip- 
ment has  done  for  other  growers  of  row  crops.  Up 
to  a  very  recent  date  the  use  of  a  tractor  on  a  cane 
farm  was  confined  to  the  preparatory  work  only. 
That  was  due  to  the  construction  of  the  tractor  and 
equipment  to   go   with    it. 

Now  you  can  use  a  Farmall  Tractor  as  many  days  a 
year  as  you  do  a  mule,  because  the  equipment  has 
been  manufactured  to  do  the  whole  job.  Bear  in  mind 
the  usefulness  of  any  tractor  is  limited  by  the  machines 
that  have  been  developed  to  work  with  it.  Our 
Engineers  have  built  this  equipment  upon  the 
theory  that  the  cane  grower's  method  of  culture 
is  fundamentally  correct.  It  must  be  for  it  is  time 
proven.  Therefore,  we  have  built  the  tractor  and 
equipment  to  do  the  work  your  way,  and  a  Farmall  will 
do  for  you  a  more  thorough,  more  acceptable  job  at 
less  cost  than  you  have  ever  been  able  to  do  other- 
wise. 


International  Harvester  Co.  Of  America 

501  North  Alexander  Street,  New  Orleans 
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The  Demolition  of  the  NRA 


Our  sugar  cane  growers  and  sugar  and  syrup  manufacturers  in  Louisiana  were  not  brought  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  National  Industrial  Recovery  Act,  but  portents  were  not  lacking  that  they  would  have 
been  more  or  less  affected  by  it  had  it  continued  in  force.  The  labor  used  in  sugar  house  repair  work  at 
any  time  except  during  the  actual  progress  of  sugar  making  was  designated,  at  least  tentatively,  as  coming 
under  the  wage  and  work  hour  provisions  of  the  N.R.A.  codes,  but  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  was, 
because  of  its  agricultural  character,  generally  outside  the  purview  of  the  Act. 

The  annihilation — and  that  is  scarcely  too  strong  a  word — of  the  N.R.A.  by  a  unanimous  decision 
of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  on  May  27th  does  not,  therefore,  bear  directly  on  our  affairs.  To 
what  extent  it  bears  on  them  indirectly,  or  by  inference,  however,  is  quite  another  matter.  Does  it  point 
a  disturbing  finger,  for  instance,  at  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  under  which  right  now  we  live,  breathe 
and  have  our  being? 

The  Supreme  Court  says:  "The  Congress  is  authorized  to  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary 
and  proper  for  carrying  into  execution  its  general  powers,  x  x  x  x  .  The  Congress  is  not  permitted  to 
abdicate  or  to  transfer  to  others  the  essential  legislative  functions  with  which  it  is  thus  vested  x  x  x  x  x. 
As  already  noted,  the  president  in  approving  a  code  may  impose  his  own  conditions,  adding  to  or  taking 
from  what  is  proposed,  as  'in  his  discretion*  he  thinks  necessary  'to  effectuate  the  policy*  declared  by  the 
act.  The  discretion  of  the  President  (under  the  N.R.A.)  in  approving  or  prescribing  codes  and  thus  enact- 
ing laws  for  the  Government  of  trade  and  industry  throughout  the  country  is  virtually  unfettered.  We 
think  that  the  code  making  authority  thus  conferred   is  an  unconstitutional  delegation  of  legislative  power." 

The  Court  declares  that  the  delegation  of  "virtually  unfettered"  power  to  the  Executive  by  Con- 
gress is  unconstitutional.  It  is  impossible  to  disassociate  this  in  our  minds  from  a  contemplation  of  the 
tremendous  range  of  power  granted  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under  the  terms  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act.  It  is  commonly  said,  and  the  text  of  the  Act  seems  to  almost  confirm  it,  that  the  Sec- 
retary can  do  anything  under  its  provisions  that  he  chooses.  Within  our  own  little  horizon  here  we  find 
innumerable  cases  in  confirmation.  If  we  consider  the  opportunity  to  earn  one's  living  at  one's  chosen 
vocation  as  an  essential  of  human  existence,  the  Secretary  has  power  over  the  economic  life  or  death  of 
an  individual  citizen.      Whether  he  uses  this  wisely  we  are  not  questioning.      That  is  beside  the  point. 

The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  is  not  before  the  Supreme  Court,  and  may  never  come  before  it. 
There  is  no  harm  however  in  our  deliberating  over  what  would  be  likely  to  happen  to  it  if  it  did,  and  that 
the  decision  in  the  N.R.A.  case  will  tend  to  diminish  the  avidity  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  a  greater 
exercise  of  his  prerogatives  under  the  A.A.A.  may  be  regarded  as  certain.  Discreet  consideration  for  the 
welfare  of  the  sugar  producers  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  a  loosening  of  the  throttle  on  their 
production  would  be  a  step  in  line  with  common  sense  and  with  the  very  best  traditions  of  diplomacy. 

What  we  have  most  to  fear  is  neither  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  nor  the  Supreme  Court.     What 
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Committee  to  which  it  seems  to  appertain. 

we  have  most  to  fear  is  that  a  demoralized  Congres- 
sional majority,  frantically  attempting  to  change  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  to  make  it  conform 
with  the  ideas  of  the  Supreme  Court,  will  forget  to 
provide  a  modus  vivendi  for  domestic  sugar. 
Against  such  a  contingency  we  must  be  on  guard, 
beginning  right  now. 


More  Molasses  Coming 

The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  an- 
nounced on  May  8th  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture — 
with  whom  we  in  Louisiana  have  a  petition  filed,  but 
not  yet  granted,  asking  that  we  be  not  subjected  to  a  cut 
of  12%  in  the  benefit  payment  on  our  base 
sugar  cane  production — has  approved  a  ruling  permit- 
ting Philippine  sugar  cane  producers  to  convert  any 
surplus  cane  they  may  have  into  molasses,  for  sale  in 
the  United  States  for  livestock  feed  or  distillation.  A 
limit  of  20,000,000  gallons  of  molasses,  enough  to  shat- 
ter our  blackstrap  market,  is  specified.  This  follows 
a  similar  concession  made  to  the  Puerto  Rico  cane 
growers.  A  number  of  people  will  get  employment  in 
the  Philippines  and  in  Puerto  Rico  carrying  out  this 
concession,  and  a  lot  of  people  in  Louisiana  will  find 


their  lot  made  even  more  difficult  than  now  because  of 
it.  Thousands  of  people  in  the  United  States  need 
clothes  but  many  nice  old  ladies  send  all  their  discarded 
garments  to  the  naked  blacks  in  Africa  who  are  too 
warm  anyway.    The  human  mind  is  a  conundrum. 


Puerto  Rico's  Status 


Fajardo,  P.  R.,  May  11,  1935. 
Editor  Sugar  Bulletin, 

I  have  read  with  great  interest  your  article  "The 
Heresy  of  a  Domestic  Quota."  You  are  right  in  prin- 
ciple but  you  are  wrong  as  far  as  including  Puerto 
Rico  among  "the  nondescript  brotherhood  scattered  far 
and  wide  through  various  countries."  We  too  are  loy- 
al American  citizens.  We  were  conscripted  to  fight 
for  America  in  the  World  War.  We  contributed  like 
any  other  of  the  States  to  the  War  loans,  and  as  far  as 
being  compelled  to  abide  by  American  regulations  and 
laws  in  the  conduct  of  our  business,  I  may  mention 
that  we  are  subjected  to  the  American  tariff ;  we  can 
only  use  American  ships  to  send  our  sugar  North  and 
for  many  years  had  to  suffer  the  Prohibition  Law 
which  besides  all  the  local  harm  done,  kept  tourists 
away  from  our  shores,  while  Cuba,  Bermuda  and  oth- 
er islands  profited  immensely  by  it. 

Continental  areas,  even  with  the  addition  of  Hawaii 
and  Puerto  Rico  were  far  from  producing  enough  sug- 
ar to  meet  consumption,  which  was  not  the  case  with 
wheat,  cotton  and  other  agricultural  products,  there- 
fore, as  you  well  say,  restriction  as  to  sugar  was  not 
justified  and  does  not  reveal  good  statesmanship. 

Sincerely  yours, 
JORGE  BIRD  ARIAS. 


The  Island  of  Puerto  Rico  was  ceded  to  the  United 
States  by  Spain  under  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  of  Pa- 
ris in  1899,  following  the  Spanish  American  war.  It 
has  never  been  incorporated  into  the  United  States  and 
its  citizens  have  no  rights  under  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  but  only  such  rights  as  may  be  specific- 
ally given  them  from  time  to  time  by  Congress,  and 
which  Congress  may  rescind  at  will.  In  1917  the  Or- 
ganic Act  of  Puerto  Rico  was  passed  which  granted 
United  States  citizenship  to  the  Puerto  Ricans  under 
certain  requirements  but  no  provision  was  made  in 
the  Act  for  the  organization  of  Puerto  Rico  as  either 
a  Territory  or  a  State,  and  the  Act  itself  may  be  re- 
pealed by  Congress  at  its  pleasure. 

Duties  on  importations  from  Puerto  Rico  to  the 
United  States  were  collected  by  the  United  States 
Treasury  for  about  two  years  after  the  Treaty  of  Pa- 
ris, and  the  right  to  collect  them  was  sustained  by  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court.  Congress  passed  the 
Foraker  Act  in  1900  which  provided  that  there  should 
be  no  import  duties  levied  on  articles  from  Puerto  Ri- 
co after  March  1st,  1902.  The  Organic  Act  of  Puer- 
to Rico  of  1917  continues  this  exemption,  but,  at  the 
will  of  Congress,  duties  may  be  re-imposed  through 
the  adoption  of  legislation  to  that  end. 

Unless  or  until  Puerto  Rico  acquires  the  status  of 
a  Territory,  as  has  been  accomplished  by  Hawaii,  its 
relationship  with  the  United  States  can  only  be  regard- 
ed as  very  remote  and  tenuous,  and  such  relationship 
as  exists  is  exactly  as  unstable  as  is  the  complexion  of 
the  United  States  Congress.    (Editor  Sugar  Bulletin). 
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Comments  From  Washington 

(By  C.  J.  Boury) 
We  are  persistent  about  keeping  the  record  clear  and 
maintaining  the  consistency  of  our  position  with  regard 
to  sugarcane  production  in  Louisiana. 

We  are  grateful  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for 
his  statements  at  Alexandria  and  for  the  purposes  of 
this  discussion  we  quote  his  remarks  regarding  sugar- 
cane farm  values : 

"Prior  to  enactment  of  sugar  legislation  in  1934,  the 
farm  value  of  the  sugar  cane  crop  in  Louisiana  had 
reached  a  low  level.  The  1932  crop  had  a  value  of 
$8,831,000  and  the  1933  crop  a  value  of  $8,587,000,  a 
marked  decline  from  the  average  value  of  the  crop  of 
$11,051,000  in  the  decade  of  1920-30.  As  compared 
with  the  average  value  of  the  crop  in  the  period  1920- 
25,  when  production  in  Louisiana  was  at  a  relatively 
high  level,  and  the  farm  value  of  the  crop  averaged 
$14,341,000,  the  value  of  the  1932  and  1933  crops 
represented  a  decline  of  as  much  as  64.7  per  cent. 

"Under  the  sugar  legislation  of  May,  1934,  and  the 
Louisiana  crop-adjustment  program  carried  out  under 
that  legislation,  the  value  of  the  1934  crop  (the  firs* 
to  be  distributed  under  the  New  Deal),  including  bene- 
fit payments  which  have  already  been  made  to  pro- 
ducers and  which  will  be  made  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  contracts  with  producers,  will  be  about 
$13,500,000,  which  figure  is  not  only  much  above  the 
1920-30  average  but  is  close  to  the  average  of  the  more 
favorable  period  1920-25." 

We  accept  the  correctness  of  the  figures  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  in  this  discussion,  but  we  have 
been  struck  by  the  fact  that  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture takes  all  of  his  comparative  figures  from  statis- 
tics of  years  following  the  War. 

We  have  persistently  and  consistently  pointed  to  the 
fact  that  none  of  the  years  during  or  following  the 
World  War  are  representative  of  normal  conditions 
in  Louisiana.  By  strange  but  very  effective  coinci- 
dence, the  most  representative  years  of  sugarcane  and 
sugar  production  in  Louisiana  are  the  base  period 
years  from  1909  to  1914. 

At  the  time  of  the  consideration  of  the  Jones-Cos- 
tigan  Bill  (February  1934)  your  representative  ap- 
peared before  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  among  other  statements  submitted  the  following 
facts. 

"The  normal  production  of  sugar  in  Louisiana  is 
most  accurately  exemplified  by  the  production  figures 
of  the  pre-war  base  period  of  1909-1914,  which  is  as 
follows : 

"Taken  from  Sugar  Statistics  issued  by  the  Tariff 
Commission. 

1908-1909  414,400 

1909-1910  375,200 

1910-1911  355,040 

1911-1912  360,874 

1912-1913  162,574 


Total  1,668,088 

Five  Year  Average  333,615 

"Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  normal  production  for 
Louisiana  is  about  333,000  short  tons." 


"The  above  table  demonstrates  in  view  of  the  his- 
torical background,  the  fact  that  the  production  of  re- 
cent years  could  not  be  used  as  a  normal  or  a  fair  basis 
for  the  establishment  of  a  quota  for  the  future  produc- 
tion of  Louisiana.  It  is  entirely  proper  to  state  that 
the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  has  been  in  the  hospital 
for  several  years  and  is  now  in  the  convalescent  stage. 
Therefore,  we  feel  every  assurance  that  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  consistent  with  its  policy  of  as- 
sisting in  our  rehabilitation  will  base  the  quota  which 
it  gives  to  Louisiana  upon  the  years  of  normal  produc- 
tion. This  is  only  fair,  just  and  consistent  with  the 
philosophy  of  the  Bill  under  consideration." 

Although,  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  restricts  its  admin- 
istrators to  a  consideration  of  the  years  1925-1933  in 
the  determinaton  of  quotas  for  off-shore  areas,  we 
insist  again  for  the  millionth  time  that  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  is  clothed  with  the  discretionary  power 
to  go  beyond  these  years  in  the  case  of  Louisiana, 
through  the  provisions  of  Paragraph  C  of  Section 
8a  (1). 

Therefore,  we  regret  that  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture did  not  compare  the  farm  value  of  sugarcane  in 
1934  with  the  farm  value  of  sugarcane  in  Louisiana 
during  the  base  period. 

It  is  evident  from  the  figures  used  by  the  Secre- 
tary that  he  is  referring  throughout  the  above  quoted 
statement,  to  sugarcane  used  for  the  production  of 
sugar.  The  Secretary  places  a  value  of  sugarcane 
ground  by  sugar  mills  under  the  sugar  program  at 
$13,500,000.  We  know  that  the  total  value  of  sugar, 
syrup  and  molasses  produced  in  1934  by  Louisiana  is 
upwards  of  $30,000,000,  as  indicated  by  the  report  re- 
cently made  public  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
through  its  Agricultural  Statistician,  Mr.  Lionel  L. 
Janes. 

Therefore,  we  are  pleased  to  carry  the  comparison 
made  by  the  Secretary  himself  while  visiting  us  in 
Louisiana,  to  that  period  of  years  which  we  claim  and 
know  is  the  most  representative  for  Louisiana. 

Taking  the  figures  of  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission  above  quoted  and  also  accepting  the  aver- 
age figure  of  138  pounds  of  sugar  extracted  per  ton  of 
sugarcane  during  that  period,  we  find  that  the  average 
annual  production  of  sugarcane  for  sugar  in  Louisiana 
was  approximately  4,800,000  tons.  Further  accepting 
the  figure  of  $3.83  as  the  average  price  received  by 
growers  for  sugarcane  during  the  base  period,  we  have 
a  farm  value  for  sugarcane  in  the  base  period  of 
$18,384,000. 

It  is  said  that  "comparisons  are  odious,"  but  we  also 
know  that  the  exception  proves  the  rule.  We  are  de- 
lighted to  point  out  here  that  this  is  one  comparison 
which  is  entirely  acceptable  to  the  sugarcane  growers 
in  Louisiana.  We  are  making  a  brave  attempt  to  re- 
turn to  normal  and  to  approach  again  the  prosperous 
days  of  the  pre-war  years  and  we  are  entirely  willing 
at  this  time  to  have  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  carry 
his  comparisans  to  those  years,  in  the  same  manner  as 
he  has  compared  present  values  to  those  of  the  decade 
1920-30  or  the  period  1920-25.  In  fact,  since  the  Sec- 
retary has  considered  the  subject  of  Louisiana's  pres- 
ent status  on  this  basis,  you  may  depend  upon  it  that 
we  shall  remind  him  to  extend  his  comparison  to  a 
more  normal  basis  for  the  purposes  of  the  future. 
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CONFERENCE  ROOM 

The  American  Sugar  Cane   League  takes  pleasure 
in   offering    a    comfortable 

PRIVATE  CONFERENCE  ROOM 

to  any  of  its  members  who  may  have  occasion  to  use 
it.  Business  conferences  in  New  Orleans  may  thus  be 
held  in  a  secluded  and  entirely  neutral  atmosphere, 
which  is  sometimes  preferable  to  using  the  office  of 
one  of  the  conferring  parties.  No  advance  notice 
necessary.    Just  use  the  room  at  your  convenience. 


Syrup  Prpgram 

Conferences  have  been  held  with  representative 
sugarcane  growers  for  syrup  from  the  several  Sou- 
thern States,  by  the  Sugar  Section,  AAA  to  discuss 
the  benefits  of  a  proposed  benefit  payment  contract. 
While  the  general  provisions  seem  to  be  pretty  well 
agreed  upon,  we  must  await  the  official  announcement 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  this  respect,  before 
permitting  ourselves  to  comment  upon  what  is  proposed. 
We  can  assure  the  growers  that  this  program  is  now 
in  its  final  stages  of  development  and  the  proposed 
contract  will  be  offered  to  the  growers  by  the  County 
Agents  during  the  month  of  June.  Therefore,  any 
discussion  of  the  details  of  the  syrup  program  of  the 
Bulletin  must  properly  be  postponed,  pending  the  offi- 
cial announcement. 

T.  D.  4549 

The  Treasury  Decision  (T.  D.  4549)  issued  on  May 
21st  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  covers 
the  announcements  made  in  February  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  with  regard  to  the  processing  tax  on 
sugar  beets,  sugarcane  and  their  products  under  the 
A.  A.  A.  It  is  unnecessary  to  repeat  the  changes 
which  were  made  because  they  have  already  been  dis- 
cussed fully  in  previous  issues  of  the  Bulletin. 

Suffice  to  say  that  the  tax  on  sugar  remains  at  J^c 
per  pound  for  96  degree  sugar  with  graduated  fluctu- 
ations for  each  degree  upward  to  100  degrees  and  down 
to  92  degrees.  The  tax  on  syrup  of  cane  juice  be- 
comes as  of  March  1,  1935,  at  the  rate  of  .945  of  a  cent 
per  gallon,  and  the  tax  on  edible  molasses  as  of  date 
March  1,  1935,  at  the  rate  of  .92  of  a  cent  per  gallon. 

We  do  want  to  invite  attention  to  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  these  regulations,  because  of  the  practical 
value  of  this  information  to  individuals. 

"(c)  Each  person  engaged  in  successive  domestic 
processings  of  sugar  beets  or  sugarcane  or  raw  sugar, 
which  directly  results  in  direct-consumption  sugar, 
shall  keep  a  written  record  showing  with  respect  to 
sugar  beets  or  sugarcane,  or  any  product  thereof,  (1) 
the  quantity  on  hand  at  the  beginning  of  the  month, 
(2)  the  quantity  received  during  the  month,  (3)  the 
quantity  shipped  or  delivered  during  the  month,  (4)  the 
quantity  sold  or  otherwise  disposed  of  during  the 
month,  (5)  the  quantity  on  hand  at  the  end  of  the 
month,  and  (6)  the  quantity  put  in  process  during  the 
month.  These  quantities  must  be  ascertained  by  ac- 
tual weighing  on  acurate  scales  or,  in  the  case  of  sirup 
of  cane  juice  and  edible  molasses,  by  actual  measure- 
ment in  gallons,  and  not  by  estimation." 


Reserve   Refinery 
Reserve,  La. 


Raceland  Factory 
Raceland,  La. 


GODCHAUX  SUGARS,  Inc. 

Producers  and  Refiners     Domestic  and  Foreign  Sugars 


MAIN   OFFICE 

10th  Floor 

Masonic  Temple  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 


Godchaux's  Sugars  and  Syrups 
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"(8)  Each  processor  of  sugarcane  into  sirup  of 
cane  juice  shall  keep  a  written  record  showing:  (a) 
the  date  when  the  sugarcane  was  processed;  (b)  the 
quantity,  in  gallons,  of  sirup  of  cane  juice  produced; 
(c)  the  quantity,  in  gallons,  of  sirup  of  cane  juice 
processed  for  the  producer  of  the  sugarcane,  (1)  for 
consumption  by  himself,  his  family,  employees,  or 
household,  (2)  for  sale  directly  to,  or  exchange  direct- 
ly with,  consumers,  or  sale  to,  or  exchange  with,  per- 
sons for  sale  to,  or  exchange  with,  consumers,  without 
further  improving  in  quality  or  further  preparing  for 
distribution  or  use,  exempt  from  tax  (first  200  gal- 
lons exempt  only  if  total  sales  or  exchanges  during 
crop  year  do  not  exceed  500  gallons),  and  (3)  to  be 
further  improved  in  quality  or  further  prepared  for 
distribution  or  use,  based  on  producer's  affidavits  or 
certificates.  Such  record  shall  be  retained  on  the 
premises  of  the  processor  and  shall  be  open  for  in- 
spection by  an  internal  revenue  officer." 

Because  of  questions  that  have  been  raised  recently, 
we  quote  from  Section  15  (b)  of  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  the  following: 

"No  tax  shall  be  required  to  be  paid  on  the  process- 
ing of  any  commodity  by  or  for  the  producer  thereof 
for  consumption  by  his  own  family,  employees,  or 
household." 

Regulations  81  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Bureau  in- 
terpret this  Paragraph  in  the  following  manner: 

"No  processing  tax  is  required  to  be  paid  on  the 
processing  of  any  commodity  by  or  for  an  individual 
producer  thereof  for  consumption  by  him,  his  own 
family,  his  own  employees,  or  his  own  household." 


47  YEARS  OF  SERVICE 

TO 

THE  SUGAR  INDUSTRY 


NADLER 

FOUNDRY  &  MACHINE  CO.,  Inc. 

PLAQUEMINE,  LA. 


Grey  Iron  and  Brass  Castings 
Oxy-Acetylene   and    Electric   Welding 


Repairers  and  Manufacturers  of 
Sugar  Machinery 

INDUSTRIAL  SUPPLIES 


1935  MODEL  F0RDS0N  No.  30 

As  much  an  improvement  as  the  V-8  Ford  is  over  the  Model  "T" 
SPECIFICATIONS 


30  H.  P.  Motor 

Fuel:  Furnace  oil,  distillate 

or  tractor  fuel. 

Easy  Starting:  Bosch  Magneto 
outside  type.      Water  circulating 
pump  and  oil  filter. 

Furnished  with  spade  lugs  or 
rubber  tired  wheels. 

All  types  of  Agricultural  equipment 
for  use  with  tractor  available. 


Price  F.  O.  B.  New  Orleans  (with  spade  lugs)  $765.00 

NEW  ORLEANS  EQUIPMENT  COMPANY 

NEW  ORLEANS 
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A  call  mill  be  appreciated 


FULTON   BAGS 

(   The   Standard   for  63   Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW    ORLEANS 


Phones   MAin  0696-0697 


Established   1871 


HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and    Distributors 
SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 

SUGAR   FUTURES 


American   Bank   Bldg. 


New  Orleans,   La. 


Gay,  Sullivan  fir  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North   Peters  St.  NEW  ORLEANS,  U.  S.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign   and   Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201  Nola  Building — 407  Carondelet  St. 
Phone  MAin  0996  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 


PENICK  &  FORD  Sales  Company,  Inc 

Canal  Bank  Building 
NEW   ORLEANS 

BUYERS    OF    ALL     GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW    ORLEANS,    LA. 

Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

AND  ALL   KINDS  OF  SUGAR   FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


Secretary   Wallace    Approves 

Florida    Sugarcane    Program 

{Release  by  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration) 
Washington,  May  15,  1935. 


Secretary  of  Agriculture  Henry  A.  Wallace  has  ap- 
proved a  sugar  production  adjustment  program  for 
Florida,  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration 
announced  today.  The  program  covers  the  1934-35 
and  1935-36  crop  years  and  may  also  be  extended  to 
the  1936-37  crop  year. 

The  base  marketing  allotment  for  Florida  is  39,800 
short  tons  in  terms  of  96  degree  sugar.  Sugarcane  al- 
lotments to  Florida  producers  have  been  based  on  past 
experience  and  acreage  allotments  which  past  yields 
indicate  will  be  sufficient  to  produce  the  marketing  al- 
lotments have  been  established.  Actual  production 
may  exceed  marketing  allotments  by  not  more  than  10 
per  cent.  These  provisions  in  the  contract,  definitely 
establishing  the  quantities  of  sugarcane  to  be  produced, 
make  the  use  of  base  acreage  "options"  unnecessary. 

The  program  provides  for  adjustment  payments  to 
producers  in  1934-35  of  not  less  than  $1.25  per  ton  of 
sugarcane.  In  addition  there  is  to  be  paid  to  the  pro- 
ducers $1.15  per  ton  of  sugarcane  in- 1934-35  as  a  de- 
ficiency payment  on  the  difference  between  the  pro- 
duction allotment  and  the  tons  of  cane  actually  harvest- 
ed for  grinding  in  1934-35. 

For  the  1935-36  crop  there  is  to  be  an  advance  pay- 
ment of  not  less  than  50  cents  per  ton  of  sugarcane 
produced  in  that  crop  year.  The  final  payments  pro- 
vided for,  when  added  to  the  advance  payment  and  the 
value  of  the  sugarcane  are  to  result  in  a  price  equal 
to  the  1935  parity  price  of  sugarcane.  In  1935-36 
deficiency  payments,  because  of  bona  fide  abandon- 
ment, will  be  $1  per  ton  if  abandonment  takes  place 
before  December  1,  and  $1.15  per  ton  if  abandonment 
takes  place  after  that  date.  If  the  contract  is  extend- 
ed to  1936-37  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the 
benefit  payments  are  to  be  determined  by  him  on  a 
basis  similar  to  that  employed  during  1935-36. 

The  contract  contains  labor  provisions  similar  to 
those  in  other  sugar  adjustment  contracts. 


Puerto  Ricans  Should  be  Pleased 


The  Government  announces  that  the  1936  produc- 
tion allotment  for  each  grower  in  Puerto  Rico 
will  be  made  in  the  near  future.  Each  producer's  al- 
lotment will  be  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  grinding  al- 
lotment for  his  mill  area,  based  upon  his  past  produc- 
tion in  the  years  that  he  selected  for  determining  his 
base  production.  The  allotments  to  mill  areas  will  be 
made  from  the  total  grinding  allotment. 

An  upward  adjustment  of  both  the  1935  grinding 
allotment  and  export  quota  is  to  be  made  as  a  result 
of  the  sugar  section's  recent  investigation  of  the  ac- 
tual sugar  imports  into  the  United  States  from  all 
sugar-producing  areas  during  the  "most  representative 
years"  upon  which  the  quotas  were  established.  Sub- 
ject to  final  verification  of  the  results  of  the  investi- 
gation, Puerto  Rico's  quota  for  shipment  to  the  United 
States  in  1935  will  be  increased  from  783,958  tons  to 
787,612  tons.     The  investigation  also  applies  to  the 
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1934  quota,  which  is  expected  to  be  adjusted  upward 
from  802,842  tons  to  806,583  tons.  These  two  ad- 
justments represent  an  addition  of  7,479  tons  to  the 
quotas  for  the  two-year  period. 

The  sugar  section  also  announced  steps  contemplated 
under  the  adjustment  contract  relating  to  1936  defi- 
ciency payments  in  case  of  hurricane  damage,  the  carry- 
ing over  of  "contracted  sugarcane  for  1935"  for  pro- 
cessing in  1936,  and  the  obtaining  of  cash  advances 
against  the  first  1935  sugar  adjustment  payment. 

To  protect  producers  unable  to  produce  their  1936 
production  allotment  because  of  hurricane  damage  to 
their  sugarcane,  an  administrative  ruling  has  been  pre- 
pared providing  for  adjustment  payments  to  such  pro- 
ducers for  1936  upon  their  total  allotments  in  terms 
of  sugarcane.  The  original  contracts  provide  for  ad- 
justment payments  only  on  cane  delivered  for  process- 
ing. 

Where  producers  have  sugarcane  growing  from  the 

1935  crop  which  they  were  unable  to  market  because 
of  the  reduction  program  this  year,  they  may  apply, 
at  a  date  to  be  announced  in  the  near  future,  for  per- 
mission to  carry  over  such  cane  and  apply  it  on  their 

1936  allotments.  Under  such  permits,  the  carrying 
over  of  contracted  sugarcane  will  be  deemed  to  be  in 
compliance  with  the  contract  provisions  regarding  dis- 
posal of  excess  1935  sugarcane.  Such  permits  will  be 
granted,  however,  only  when  it  can  be  shown  that  such 
cane,  plus  the  expected  yield  of  the  planted  cane  for 
1936  and  the  ratoons  will  not  produce  sugar  in  excess 
of  the  producer's  1936  allotment. 

In  order  that  growers  may  obtain  cash  loans  for  pro- 
duction purposes  on  their  first  1935  adjustment  pay- 
ments before  checks  are  received  from  Washington, 
an  administrative  ruling  has  been  prepared  which  will 
permit  growers  to  pledge  this  first  payment  against 
such  loans.  The  first  payment  is  at  the  rate  of  60 
cents  a  ton  on  the  sugarcane  which  growers  did  not 
process  because  of  the  adjustment  progjram.  This 
ruling  makes  it  possible  for  producers  to  obtain  cash 
loans  without  violating  the  provision  of  the  contract 
prohibiting  assignment  of  the  first  adjustment  pay- 
ment. Under  the  ruling  the  first  payment,  as  all  other 
payments,  remains  non-assignable  and  non-attachable, 
except  to  the  extent  of  such  cash  loans.  Checks  will 
be  made  payable  to  the  producer  but  the  producer  may 
agree  to  pay  the  cash  loan  out  of  the  proceeds  of  his 
first  payment  and  he  may  request  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Administration  to  deliver  the  check  to  what- 
ever bank  or  parties  he  may  certify  as  having  made 
him  such  cash  loan. 


The  New  Sugar  Exchange 

The  gentlemen  who  are  engaged  in  the  formation  of 
a  new  Sugar  Exchange,  to  be  known  as  The  Louisi- 
and  Sugar  Exchange,  report  to  the  Sugar  Bulletin 
that  nearly  every  sugar  producer  they  have  asked 
to  join  the  movement  has  done  so.  This  is  very  en- 
couraging. They  ask  us  to  say  that  all  the  sugar  pro- 
ducers in  Louisiana  will  be  invited  to  become  Charter 
Members  and  that  those  who  have  not  yet  been  ap- 
proached may  rest  assured  that  they  will  be  in  a  very 
few  days.  It  is  simply  a  matter  of  getting  around  to 
them. 


LE    BOURGEOIS    BROKERAGE    CO.,    INC. 

Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Per  dido  Street 

Phone  MA  in  3481 

NEW  ORLEANS 


'AERO' 


CYANAMID 


AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 


30    Rockefeller    Plaza 


New    York 


AMERICAN   MOLASSES  CO. 

OF  LOUISIANA 

PERE   MARQUETTE   BLDG.  NEW   ORLEANS 

Always   in   the    Market  for  All   Grades   of   Molasses 

and   Syrups 

Submit  Your  Offerings 

Correspondence    Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONGO 

Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED    COMPANIES,    INC. 

Plaquemine,  La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal     Income     Tax     Service 

736   Canal    Bank   Bldg.  New  Orleans,   La. 

Telephone    MAin   6467 


WILLIAM  L.  OWEN 

Consulting   Bacteriologist 

Author  of  Standard  Treaties  on  Sugar  Deterio- 
ration. 

Authority  on  Sugar  Storage,  Sugar  Analysis  and 
Appraisal  of  Sugar  for  Storage. 


Consultant  for  the 
LUMMUS   COMPANY 

Builders  of  Complete  Alcohol  and  Rum  Plants 


PHONE    45  77 
1504  Florida  St.  BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 
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International  Qualify  and 
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THE  BOTTOM  PRICE  FOR  TOP 
QUALITY 


f.o.b  factory  for  the  IV2  t°n» 
6-cy Under,  133-inch  wheelbase 
Model  C-30  chassis  with  stand- 
ard  equipment. 


With  the  introduction  of  the  new  1  Yi- 
ton,  6-cylinder  Model  C-30,  International 
Harvester  brings  outstanding  quality  and 
performance  to  the  speed  truck  field.  The 
C-30,  is  a  real  International — through 
and  through — featuring  ultra-modern 
streamlined  style,  up-to-the-minute 
ALL-TRUCK  construction,  78.5  h.  p. 
engine,  1  33-in.  and  1  5  7-in.  wheelbases, 
and  full-floating  rear  axle.  It  is  by  all 
odds  the  best  value  you  can  find  in  a 
truck  of  this  size  and  capacity. 

We  are  now  in  position  to  show  and 
demonstrate  the  new  Model  C-30.  Phone 
us  or  come  in  and  see  for  yourself  just 
how  much  good  truck  value  we  offer  you 
in  the  lowest-priced  lVk-ton  6-cylinder 
truck  in  International  history.  Other 
Internationals  are  available  in  sizes  from 
'/2-ton  to  1  0-ton. 


F-30  CANE  SPECIAL  TRACTOR 

ON  RUBBER  EQUIPPED  WITH 

2  ROW  CULTIVATOR 

The  use  of  this  Cane  Special  Tractor  and  equipment 
means  the  same  thing  towards  lowering  production 
costs  for  the  cane  grower  that  the  Farmall  and  equip- 
ment has  done  for  other  growers  of  row  crops.  Up 
to  a  very  recent  date  the  use  of  a  tractor  on  a  cane 
farm  was  confined  to  the  preparatory  work  only. 
That  was  due  to  the  construction  of  the  tractor  and 
equipment  to   go  with    it. 

Now  you  can  use  a  Farmall  Tractor  as  many  days  a 
year  as  you  do  a  mule,  because  the  equipment  has 
been  manufactured  to  do  the  whole  job.  Bear  in  mind 
the  usefulness  of  any  tractor  is  limited  by  the  machines 
that    have    been    developed    to    work    with     it.    Our 

Engineers  have  built  this  equipment  upon  the 
theory  that  the  cane  grower's  method  of  oulture 
is  fundamentally  correct.  It  must  be  for  it  is  time 
proven.  Therefore,  we  have  built  the  tractor  and 
equipment  to  do  the  work  your  way,  and  a  Farmall  will 
do  for  you  a  more  thorough,  more  acceptable  job  at 
less  cost  than  you  have  ever  been  able  to  do  other- 
wise. 


International  Harvester  Co.  Of  America 

501  North  Alexander  Street,  New  Orleans 
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Move  Slowly  and  Carefully 


A  great  many  people  in  the  Louisiana  sugar  district  who  formerly  cultivated  sugar  cane,  but 
abandoned  it  through  pressure  of  circumstances  would  now  like  to  engage  in  it  again  because  the  purpose 
of  the  Jones-Costigan  amendment  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  is  to  make  cane  growing  a  solvent 
business.      That  is  a  perfectly  natural  ambition. 

We  have  so  often  discussed  the  inequity  and  the  iniquity  of  restricting  sugar  cane  production  and 
sugar  beet  production  in  the  Continental  United  States  that  there  remains  nothing  for  us  to  say  in  opposi- 
tion to  such  a  policy  that  has  not  been  said  already.  Sugar  cane  growing  and  sugar  beet  growing  in  the 
United  States  should  be  wide  open  to  all  as  long  as  a  pound  of  sugar  has  to  be  brought  into  this  country 
from  overseas.      However,  that  is  not  the  law.      The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  reads  otherwise. 

We  are  consequently  confronted  with  a  situation  which  is  fairly  satisfactory  to  a  large  number  of 
those  who  stuck  to  their  guns  as  cane  growers  through  hell  and  high  water  and  were  thus  able  to  qualify 
as  actual  cane  growers  under  the  specifications  of  the  Act  and  proceed  under  its  advantages,  but  which 
is  completely  distasteful  to  those  who  wholly  or  partially  gave  up  the  cane  growing  business  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  the  new  law  and  thus  disqualified  themselves  from  participation  in  its  benefits.  It  is  of  no 
avail  to  point  out  that  in  90%  of  these  cases  the  abandonment  of  the  cane  growing  business  was  involuntary. 
The  law  does  not  take  the  reason  into  account. 

These  victims  of  circumstances  deserve  sympathetic  consideration.  Every  principle  of  economics 
calls  for  their  re-instatement.  Large  numbers  of  them  are  on  the  relief  rolls  and  are  being  taken  care  of 
by  the  public  because  that  sacrosanct  fallacy,  our  obligation  to  Cuba,  the  Philippines  and  Puerto  Rico, 
demands  that  the  United  States  shall  not  try  to  produce  all  its  own  sugar. 

In  theory  the  case  of  these  unfortunate  people  is  perfect,  but  the  actual  situation  is  that  we  have  a 
law  on  the  statute  books  which  while  it  keeps  them  idle  gives  material  benefits  to  an  even  larger  number 
of  people  who  live  right  alongside  of  them.  Such  a  condition  calls  for  skillful  handling.  In  seeking  a 
remedy  for  it  the  intelligent  thing  to  do  is  to  find  a  course  of  procedure  on  which  all  can  unite.  If 
those  who  have  found  themselves  outside  the  breastworks  seek  to  create  a  partisan  issue  it  will  inevitably 
bring  about  the  opposition  of  those  who  qualified  under  the  law's  specifications  and  who  may  and  will 
rightfully  say  that  they  are  in  the  Promised  Land  because  they  faced  the  sufferings  of  the  wilderness 
and  the  hazard  of  the  Red  Sea  and  hung  on.  Of  their  reward  they  will  give  up  no  part  without  a  fight 
and  all  the  history  of  mankind  backs  them  up  with  precedent  and  tradition. 

There  is  but  one  common  ground  and  that  is  the  principle  that  sugar  production  in  the  Continental 
United  States  should  be  both  fostered  and  unrestricted.  As  things  stand  now  a  certain  number  of  con- 
tinental cane  and  beet  growers  are  being  encouraged  by  the  Government  to  go  ahead.  All  who  wish  to 
go  in  the  business  should  receive  similar  encouragement.  Towards  that  end  there  can  be  and  will  be 
unanimous  pressure  and  the  prospects  of  accomplishment  along  that  line  are  so  infinitely  better  than  along 
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any  other  that  a  united  front  in  that  direction  should 
be  easy  to  construct. 

Just  how  to  procede  may  present  some  differences 
of  opinion,  but  these  differences  should  not  be 
serious.  The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has 
developed  in  its  13  years  of  existence  a  number  of 
very  able  handlers  of  legislative  affairs  and  their 
advice  should  be  sought  and  followed.  The  wrong 
technique  will  spoil  everything. 

The  situation  offers  a  very  simple  intelligence 
test  and  to  fail  in  it  will  be  disgraceful.  It  demands 
care,  caution  and  common  sense. 


Comments  From  Washington 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 

^  The  first  shock  of  the  NRA  decision  by  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  having  been  survived  we  are 
now  able  deliberately  to  determine  its  effect  upon  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration.  As  is  usual 
with  all  sudden  decisions,  the  very  fact  that  they  were 
unexpected  causes  a  confusion,  which,  while  it  lasts, 


often  gives  rise  to  fears  which  are  magnified  under  the 
stress  of  excitement. 

The  statement  of  the  President  to  the  press  that  the 
implications  of  the  NRA  decision  might  seriously  in- 
volve the  AAA,  naturally  did  not  abate  the  fears  or 
uncertainty  of  the  situation.  But  it  did  cause  Congress 
and  administration  officials  immediately  to  begin  a 
study  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  in  the  light 
of  the  full  implications  of  the  NRA  decision.  It  is 
readily  apparent  to  all  interested  parties  that  the  dis- 
appointing experience  of  NRA  should  be  turned  into 
a  profitable  example  for  the  AAA.  The  friends  of 
the  AAA  did  not  take  long  to  realize  that  if  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  contains  vulnerable  provisions 
which  might  be  attacked  successfully  in  Court,  then 
these  provisions  should  be  made  to  conform  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Accordingly,  the  NRA  decision  having  declared  that 
Congress  could  not  delegate  the  power  to  an  organized 
majority  in  any  industry  to  coerce  an  unwilling  minor- 
ity, the  licensing  amendments!  being  proposed  in  Con- 
gress for  the  AAA  were  withdrawn  and  abandoned. 
At  least,  this  action  pointed  refreshingly  to  the  fact 
that  the  AAA  did  not  propose  to  be  caught  in  the  same 
manner  as  its  NRA  sister  of  the  New  Deal. 

There  being  no  case  before  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  involving  the  legality  or  the  constitution- 
ality of  the  AAA,  which  could  be  the  subject  of  a  de- 
cision before  the  Fall  Term  of  the  Court,  the  fact  that 
Congress  is  now  in  Session  has  been  taken  advantage 
of  by  the  Administration  to  eliminate  the  questionable 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  definitely  to  strengthen  all 
delegations  of  authority  by  specific  limits. 

The  delegation  by  Congress  to  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture of  the  power  to  fix  the  rates  of  processing 
taxes  has  been  attacked  in  Court,  some  of  which  cases 
may  be  argued  at  the  next  Session  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  In  order  to  avoid  having  the  AAA  put  out  of 
existence  because  of  an  unlimited  or  unwarranted  dele- 
gation of  power  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  there 
is  now  being  considered  in  Congress  amendments  by 
which  the  processing  taxes  on  all  basic  commodities, 
including  sugar  beets  and  sugarcane,  are  fixed  by  law 
at  the  rate  being  paid  on  June  1,  1935,  which  rate  is 
to  continue  until  the  end  of  the  year  1936.  There  is 
debate  as  to  whether  these  amendments  should  permit 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  change  these  rates 
within  a  limit  of  20%  increase  or  decrease.  It  is  con- 
tended that  since  Congress  granted  to  the  President 
under  the  Flexible  Tariff  Act,  the  power  to  increase 
or  decrease  tariff  rates  within  a  radius  of  50%,  which 
was  declared  to  be  constitutional  by  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  such  a  limited  flexibility  in  the  power 
of  changing  processing  tax  rates  would  be  entirely 
legal. 

Therefore,  it  appears  probable  at  this  time  that  the 
real  effect  of  the  NRA  decision  on  the  AAA,  will  be 
to  point  out  its  weaknesses  and  cause  Congress  to 
strengthen  the  Act  with  full  consideration  of  the  im- 
plications contained  in  the  NRA  decision  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court. 

We  are  assured  by  the  officials  of  the  AAA  that  the 
sugar  program  is  going  ahead  without  any  let-up  fol- 
lowing the    NRA    decision.     The    benefit    payments 


June  15,  1935 


THE    SUGAR    BULLETIN 


which  are  to  be  distributed  this  summer,  covering  the 
1934  final  payment  and  the  1935  advance  payment,  will 
not  be  postponed  or  delayed  in  any  manner  because 
of  the  Court's  action.  Everything  seems  to  be  in  shape 
now  for  making  payments,  excepting  that  there  has 
been  no  official  announcement  as  to  the  parity  index 
which  will  be  used  in  the  case  of  sugar.  The  index  for 
May  was  128,  indicating  that  the  cost  of  what  the 
farmer  buys  has  remained  the  same  or  has  increased 
since  the  harvesting  season  which  began  in  October 
1934.  From  October  to  January  inclusive,  the  index 
was  126;  in  February  and  March  the  index  was  127; 
and  in  April  and  May  the  index  was  128.  As  the  final 
payment  for  1934  must  be  computed  by  use  of  a  parity 
index,  it  becomes  necessary  for  the  Sugar  Section  AAA 
to  announce  what  the  parity  index  for  sugar  is  deter- 
mined to  be,  before  the  checks  can  be  issued.  Hence, 
a  determination  of  this  index  must  be  made  within  this 
month.  Final  compliance  forms  are  on  the  press  and 
will  be  made  available  at  the  same  time  as  the  an- 
nouncement is  issued  on  the  parity  index. 

Amendments    Affecting    Sugar 

The  following  amendments  which  directly  affect 
sugar  are  now  under  consideration  in  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture : 

Under  Section  8  (1)  insert  in  lieu  of  existing  lan- 
guage : 

"In  the  case  of  sugar  beets  or  sugarcane,  in  the 
event  that  it  shall  be  established  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  that  returns  to  growers 
or  producers  under  the  contracts  for  the  1933-1934 
crop  of  sugar  beets  or  sugarcane,  entered  into  by  and 
between  the  processors  and  producers  and/or  growers 
thereof,  were  reduced  by  reason  of  the  payment  of  the 
processing  tax  and/or  the  corresponding  floor  stocks 
tax,  on  sugar  beets  or  sugarcane,  in  addition  to  the 
foregoing  rental  or  benefit  payments,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  shall  make  such  payments,  representing  in 
whole  or  in  part  such  tax,  as  the  Secretary  deems  fair 
and  reasonable,  to  producers  who  agree,  or  have  agreed, 
to  participate  in  the  program  for  reduction  in  the  acre- 
age or  reduction  in  the  production  for  market,  or  both, 
of  sugar  beets  or  sugarcane." 

Subsection  (b)  of  Section  9  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(b)  (1)  The  Processing  tax  shall  be  at  such  rate 
as  equals  the  difference  between  the  current  average 
farm  price  for  the  commodity  and  the  fair  exchange 
value  of  the  commodity,  plus  such  percentage  of  such 
difference,  not  to  exceed  20  per  centum,  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  may  determine"  *  *  * 

"(2)  In  the  case  of  wheat,  cotton,  field  corn,  hogs, 
peanuts,  sugarcane  and  sugar  beets,  tobacco,  paper,  and 
jute,  the  tax  on  the  first  domestic  processing  of  the 
commodity  generally,  or  for  any  particular  use,  or  as 
to  any  designated  product  for  any  designated  use,  shall 
be  levied,  assessed  and  collected  at  the  rate  prescribed 
by  the  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
effect  on  June  1,  1935,  during  the  period  from  the 
date  of  the  adoption  of  this  amendment  to  December 
31,  1936,  both  dates  inclusive."  *  *  * 

"(6)  In  the  case  of  sugar  beets  or  sugarcane  the 
rate  of  tax  shall  be  applied  to  the  direct-consumption 
sugar,   resulting   from   the   first  domestic   processing, 


translated  into  terms  of  pounds  of  raw  value  accord- 
ing to  regulations  to  be  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture, and  the  rate  of  tax  to  be  so  applied  shall  be 
the  higher  of  the  two  following  quotients:  The  differ 
ence  between  the  current  average  farm  price  and  the 
fair  exchange  value  (A)  of  a  ton  of  sugar  beets  and 
(B)  of  a  ton  of  sugarcane,  divided  in  the  case  of  each 
commodity  by  the  average  extraction  therefrom  of 
sugar  in  terms  of  pounds  of  raw  value  (which  average 
extraction  shall  be  determined  from  available  statistics 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture)  ;  except  that  such 
rate  shall  not  exceed  the  amount  of  the  reduction  by 
the  President  on  a  pound  of  sugar  raw  value  of  the 
rate  of  duty  in  effect  on  January  1,  1934,  under 
paragraph  501  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  adjusted 
to  the  treaty  of  commercial  reciprocity  concluded  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba  on 
December  11,  1902,  and/or  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  December  17,  1903,  chapter  1." 

Section  16  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  deals 
with  floor  stock  taxes  and  the  adjustments  to  be  made, 
under  certain  conditions,  to  persons  who  have  paid 
processing  taxes  on  basic  commodities.  Paragraph  (2) 
of  Subsection  (a)  of  Section  16  reads : 

"Whenever  the  processing  tax  is  wholly  terminated, 
there  shall  be  refunded  to  such  person  a  sum  (or  if  it 
has  not  been  paid  the  tax  shall  be  abated)  in  an  amount 
equivalent  to  the  processing  tax  with  respect  to  the 
commodity  from  which  processed." 

Subsection  (c)  of  the  same  Section  16  (Section  17 
of  the  Jones-Costigan  Amendment)  contains  this  sen- 
tence : 

"The  provisions  of  paragraph  (2)  of  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section  shall  not  apply  in  the  case  of  sugar 
beets  or  sugarcane  or  the  products  thereof." 

The  effect  of  this  sentence  is  to  forbid  the  Federal 
Government  from  making  refunds  to  those  holding 
tax-paid  sugar  at  the  time  the  processing  tax  is  abol- 
ished, whenever  that  may  be.  It  was  incorporated  in 
the  Jones-Costigan  Amendment  because  under  subsec- 
tion (c)  "manufacturers  and  converters"  who  use  su- 
gar were  given  a  double  exemption :  First,  the  sugar 
they  held  on  April  25,  1934  was  exempted  from  the 
floor  stocks  tax,  and,  second,  the  exemption  was  ex- 
tended to  include  the  undelivered  sugar  which  they 
held  under  contract  on  that  date.  It  was  felt,  appar- 
ently, that  since  no  tax  was  collected  on  the  floor 
stocks  at  the  beginning  of  the  taxable  period,  then  no 
refunds  should  be  made  on  stocks  held  at  the  end  of 
the  period. 

It  is  to  be  observed,  however,  that  this  exemption 
was  granted  only  to  the  manufacturers  of  food  pro- 
ducts in  which  sugar  is  an  ingredient  and  to  converters 
— not  to  the  processors  of  sugarcane  or  sugar  beets. 
Processors  paid  the  tax  at  the  beginning  of  the  period, 
and  under  the  Act  as  it  now  stands  they  cannot  re- 
cover the  taxes  which  they  will  have  paid  at  the  time 
the  tax  is  eliminated.  This  is  certain  to  bring  serious 
financial  consequences.  Therefore,  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  has  been  asked  to  strike  out  the  last  sen- 
tence of  Section  16  (c)  above  quoted,  so  that  when 
the  processing  tax  on  sugar,  syrup  and  molasses  is 
"wholly  terminated",  the  processors  shall  be  entitled 
to  refund  or  abatement,  just  as  is  the  case  with  all  other 
basic  commodities. 
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Recommendations  for  Control  of  the 
Sugarcane  Borer  in  Louisiana 

By  W .  E.  Hinds,  Entomologist  and  B.  A.  Osterberger, 

Assistant  Entomologist,  Louisiana  Experiment 

Station,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana 

During  the  past  ten  years  the  entomologists  of 
the  Louisiana  Experiment  Station  have  been  study- 
ing intensively  the  problem  of  controlling  the  sugar- 
cane moth  borer  in  Louisiana.  Out  of  the  mass  of 
observations  and  experiments  have  come  a  number 
of  rather  definite  conclusions  regarding  control 
measures  which  have  been  found  generally  effective 
and  practicable.  These  conclusions  will  be  stated 
as  briefly  as  possible  in  the  form  of  definite  recom- 
mendations without  attempting  to  include  many  de- 
tails regarding  the  grounds  on  which  they  are  based 
or  the  specific  conditions  under  which  they  apply. 
For  such  details  see  various  Bulletins  of  the  Louis- 
iana Experiment  Station  and  articles  in  the  Sugar 
Bulletin.  The  recommendations  are  arranged  in 
the  order  in  which  they  should  apply  through  the 
season. 

Recommendations 

1.  Cut  out  "dead-hearts"  where  they  appear 
abundantly  in  cane.  Dead-hearts  are  caused  principal- 
ly by  borer  larvae.  They  indicate  that  first  generation 
larvae  are  becoming  full-grown.  The  time  for  cut- 
ting out  is  usually  the  last  week  of  May  or  about  the 
first  week  in  June.  In  every  case,  the  time  should  be 
determined  accurately  by  cutting  out  at  least  25  dead- 
hearts  every  four  or  five  days  after  May  20th  and  re- 
cording the  date,  field,  variety  of  cane,  number  of 
stalks  cut  and  numbers  of  large  borer  larvae,  of  pupae 
and  of  empty  pupal  skins  found.  The  time  for  most 
effective  and  economical  cutting  is  just  when  the  first 
empty  pupal  skins  are  found,  or  when  many  black 
pupae  appear.  Then  use  only  extra-dependable  labor- 
ers and  train  them  to  cut  the  dead-heart  stalks  low 
enough  to  be  sure  of  getting  the  borer  stage  therein. 
Large,  hook-pointed  pruning  knives,  are  good  for  this 
work.  Cut  off  8  to  9  inches  of  the  butt,  drop  it  into 
a  sack  and  remove  from  the  field.  See  that  these  in- 
fested butts  are  promptly  and  effectively  destroyed  to 
prevent  moths  emerging  therefrom.  Areas  thus  cut 
over  should  also  receive  parasite  colonization  (No.  3) 
in  about  two  weeks  later.  Do  not  attempt  to  remove 
dead-hearts  later  in  the  season. 

2.  Destroy  heavily  infested  early  corn  in  gardens 
or  fields  before  first  generation  moths  can  emerge 
therefrom.  The  extent  of  this  infestation  is  found 
easily  just  at  the  time  the  first  tassels  appear.  Very 
fine  leaf  perforations  across  unfolded  leaves  due  to 
feeding  by  young  larvae  in  the  leaf  rolls,  and  burrows 
or  excrement  masses  showing  in  leaf  axils  or  in  the 
lower  parts  of  the  stalks  are  sure  evidences  of  cane 
borer  infestation.  If  more  than  a  fifth  of  all  stalks 
show  these  signs,  it  is  best  to  cut  all  the  corn  and  feed 
it  to  farm  animals.  Be  careful  to  cut  at,  or  below 
the  ground  and  also  to  remove  all  "stunted  stalks".  Be 
sure  also  that  the  harder,  butt  portions,  uneaten  by 
mules  or  cattle,  are  finally  and  promptly  destroyed  by 


hogs,  by  running  through  ensilage  cutters  or  cane  grind- 
ers, or  by  deep  burial,  burning  or  submerging  under 
water,  otherwise  the  emergence  of  moths  will  be  only 
partially  prevented  and  the  checking  of  borers  ineffec- 
tive accodingly. 

3.  Colonize  egg  parasites  (Trichogramma  minu- 
tum)  upon  the  borer  eggs  as  they  are  being  laid  for  the 
second  generation.  Include  any  known  heavily  infest- 
ed areas  of  corn  or  of  cane.  This  will  include  usually 
the  earliest  planted  corn,  and  the  most  advanced, 
thrifty-growing  fields  of  cane,  especially  first  stubble 
cane  of  such  varieties  as  C.  P.  807,  Co.  281  and  290 
and  some  of  the  still  newer  varieties.  Every  cane 
propagation  plat,  where  single  eye  or  sprout  propaga- 
tion is  being  practiced  through  the  summer,  should  be 
colonized  as  soon  as  the  cane  leaves  reach  "knee- 
height"  and  repeated  colonizations  may  be  advisable. 

The  time  for  parasite  colonization  will  vary  with 
the  earliness  of  the  season,  but  is  usually  from  about 
June  5  to  20th  for  second  generation  borer  eggs.  Later 
colonizations  may  be  made  in  either  corn  or  cane  as 
borer  infestation  may  appear  with  few  parasites  pres- 
ent, up  to  the  middle  of  August  or  rarely  until  Sep- 
tember first. 

In  June  and  early  July  colonizations,  release  from 
5,000  to  6,000  parasites  per  acre,  and  apply  to  all  areas 
to  be  protected.  After  July  25th,  it  is  generally  advis- 
able to  increase  the  number  of  parasites  released  to 
about  10,000  per  acre.  Recolonizations  may  be  advis- 
able if  the  observations  made  three  weeks  after  the 
first  release  indicate  that,  for  some  reason,  the  first 
release  did  not  become  established  satisfactorily.  The 
proportion  of  borer  tgg  batches  turning  black  shows 
how  effective  the  parasites  are  at  any  period  during 
the  summer.  After  parasites  are  released  under  pro- 
per conditions  the  planter  may  rest  assured  that  they 
will  return  him  a  handsome  profit  on  the  small  cost 
for  colonization  even  if  he  is  never  able  to  measure 
this  benefit  definitely — as  we  seek  to  do  in  our  experi- 
mental work.  Parasite  colonization  must  be  repeated 
each  year  because  the  parasites  are  absolutely  depend- 
ent upon  finding  the  eggs  of  some  other  possible  host  in 
which  they  may  develop  slowly  for  two  or  three  gen- 
erations during  the  winter  season,  while  no  cane  borer 
eggs  exist.  This  is  from  about  November  15  to  the 
last  of  March  each  year.  This  break  in  the  supply 
of  borer  eggs  is  what  eliminates  Trichogramma  from 
the  cane  fields  each  year  and  reduces  the  number  of 
parasites  to  a  very  few  which  may  occur  in  moth  or 
butterfly  eggs  around  winter  gardens  or  evergreen 
shrubbery,  etc.  From  some  such  locations,  the  para- 
sites must  then  spread  again  into  large  areas  of  corn 
and  cane. 

The  net  profit  from  egg  parasite  colonization  ex- 
periments, as  reported  by  plantation  owners  for  39 
colonized  fields  during  the  three  seasons  of  1932-1934, 
was  $18.56  per  acre,  at  an  average  value  of  3.8c  per 
pound  for  sugar.  The  average  increase  in  yield  of 
sugar  in  all  of  these  colonized  fields  was  528  pounds 
per  acre. 

4.  Dust  cane  (not  corn)  with  high-grade  light  so- 
dium fluosilicate  early  in  July  where  parasite  coloni- 
zation was  not  done,  or  where  this  was  done  too  late  to 
check  the  hatching  of  second  generation  eggs.  The 
second  generation  young  larvae  show  their  presence  by 
their  fine  leaf  perforations.  If  these  are  very  numer- 
ous, apply  this  dust  by  saddle  guns,  from  mule-back, 
and  use  from  12  to  15  pounds  per  acre.     Apply  in  the 
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late  evening  when  the  air  is  quite  still  and  leaves  fairly 
dry.  Such  dusting  should  destroy  more  than  half  of 
the  borer  larvae  in  the  cane  during  the  next  two 
weeks.  It  does  not  destroy  the  egg  parasites  but  may 
well  follow  parasite  colonization  and  will  add  to  para- 
site efficiency.  Do  not  be  alarmed  if  the  more  nearly 
matured  leaves  at  the  base  of  the  cane  stalks  turn  yel- 
low soon  after  the  dusting.  Such  leaves  are  most 
likely  to  be  affected  but  they  have  passed  the  period 
of  their  value  to  the  growing  plant  and  will  soon  die 
anyway.  Even  if  they  were  stripped  from  the  stalks 
entirely  at  this  time,  it  would  not  check  the  growth  of 
the  cane  or  reduce  the  final  yield  of  sugar.  One 
dusting  at  this  special  period,  before  parasites  become 
generally  abundant,  is  all  that  we  recommend. 

5.  Plant  borer-free  seed  cane  whenever  possible  to 
secure  it.  A  minimum  of  borer  infestation  in  seed 
reduces  the  amount  of  seed  required  to  assure  a  full 
stand,  reduces  the  gaps  or  skips  in  the  plant  crop  and 
in  subsequent  stubble  crops,  and  reduces  the  initial 
borer  infestation  in  the  plant  crop.  The  value  of  borer- 
free  seed  will  amount  to  between  10  and  20%  of  the 
yields  secured  from  using  even  lightly-infested  seed 
cane. 

6.  Burn  cane  top  trash  as  thoroughly  as  possible  so 
as  to  destroy  all  borer  larvae  passing  the  winter  therein. 
Have  workmen  throw  trash  to  the  tops  of  the  ridges 
soon  after  harvesting,  especially  wherever  borers  are 
known  to  have  been  abundant  in  the  cane  at  harvest 
time.  This  promotes  a  more  thorough  drying  out  of 
trash  and  enables  an  earlier  and  more  thorough  burn- 
ing. This  trash  burning  has  no  effect  whatever  upon 
the  survival  of  the  cane  borer  egg  parasites.  Burning 
of  cane  trash  was  first  recommended  by  Dr.  H.  A. 
Morgan  as  early  as  1891  but  the  practice  has  not  been 
sufficiently  thorough  to  secure  full  possible  benefits. 
Observations  and  experiments  made  by  Station  ento- 
mologists through  the  eight  winters  of  1927-1933  have 
shown  that  even  average  burning  has  decreased  borer 
survival  by  at  least  75%  and  thorough  burning  may 
reduce  survival  much  more.  In  addition  to  burning 
cane  top  trash,  the  planter  should  also  destroy  old 
cornstalks  and  burn  over  ditch  banks  or  field  borders 
where  Johnson  grass  abounds,  as  many  borers  may 
survive  in  these  host  plants,  as  well  as  in  cane.  This 
burning  is  the  most  effective  practice  in  decreasing 
survival  from  one  crop  to  the  next. 

By  utilizing  as  many  as  possible  of  these  recom- 
mendations, borer  damage  will  be  greatly  decreased. 


Foreign  Trade  Agreements 

Senator  Vandenberg  of  Michigan  introduced  the 
following  Resolution  in  the  United  States  Senate  on 
May  29th,  1935 : 

"Whereas,  the  opinions  of  the  Supreme  Court  in 
recent  decisions  respecting  the  constitutional  in- 
validity of  the  National  Industrial  Recovery  Act 
clearly  limit  the  authority  of  Congress  to  delegate 
its  legislative  power  and  demonstrate  that  this 
authority  was  exceeded  in  section  350  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  (relating  to  reciprocal  foreign 
trade  agreements)  :     Therefore  be  it 

1  Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Sen- 
ate that  no 

2  foreign  trade  agreements  shall  hereafter  be 

entered  into 


3  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  sec- 

tion 350  of  the 

4  Tariff  Act  of    1930,  and  that  any  foreign 

trade  agreements 

5  heretofore   entered    into    pursuant    to    such 

section  should  be 

6  terminated  at  the  earliest  practicable  date." 
On  May  31st,  1935,  Congressman  Treadway  intro- 
duced   the    following    Concurrent    Resolution    in    the 
House  of  Representatives : 

"Whereas  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  in  a  decision  handed  down  on  May  27, 
1935,  has  held  that  the  delegation  of  discretionary 
legislative  authority  granted  to  the  President  un- 
der the  National  Industrial  Recovery  Act  is  un- 
constitutional and  void,  in  that  the  Act  did  not 
supply  any  legislative  standards  or  rules  of  con- 
duct to  guide  or  limit  the  President  in  exercising 
such  authority ;  and 

"Whereas  similar  discretionary  legislative  au- 
thority is  granted  to  the  President  under  the  Re- 
ciprocal Tariff  Act,  empowering  him  to  alter  stat- 
utory customs  duties  within  a  limitation  of  50  per 
centum  without  reference  to  any  such  legislative 
standards  or  rules  of  conduct;  and 

"Whereas  the  delegation  of  authority  therein 
granted  is  inconsistent  with  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  hereinbefore  referred  to :  Ther- 
fore  be  it 

1  Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 

(the  Senate 

2  concurring).     That   it   is  the   sense   of   the 

Senate  and  House 

3  of  Representatives  that  the  President  refrain 

from  exercising 

4  further  authority  under  the  said  Reciprocal 

Tariff  Act;  and 

5  be  it  further 

6  Resolved,  That  the  President  be,  and  he 
is  hereby, 

7  requested  to  take  appropriate  steps  to  termi- 

nate at  the 

8  earliest   possible   date   all   trade  agreements 

entered  into  with 

9  foreign  countries  pursuant  to  the  authority 

of  said  Act." 


Mr,  Taggart  Is  Going  To  Australia 

The  Louisiana  State  University  and  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League,  acting  jointly,  will  send  Mr.  W. 
G.  Taggart,  Assistant  Director  of  the  Louisiana  Ex- 
periment Stations,  to  Brisbane,  Queensland,  Australia, 
as  a  delegate  from  Louisiana  to  the  Fifth  Triennial 
Congress  of  the  International  Society  of  Sugar  Cane 
Technologists,  to  be  held  there  August  27th  to  Septem- 
ber 4th. 

These  Congresses  bring  together  the  technical  men 
of  the  cane  sugar  industry  from  all  over  the  world 
and  are  considered  to  be  highly  educational  and  en- 
lightening. Many  papers  are  read  and  all  of  the 
latest  ideas  and  developments  along  the  scientific  side 
of  the  sugar  industry  are  discussed.  It  is  not  unrea- 
sonable to  suppose,  therefore,  that  when  Mr.  Taggart 
returns  he  will  bring  with  him  a  fund  of  information 
that  can  be  applied  to  the  advancement  and  success  of 
our  sugar  industry  in  Louisiana. 
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The  sugar  industries  of  Queensland  and  Louisiana 
are  quite  similar  as  to  climate,  the  temperature  range 
being  nearly  the  same,  although  Louisiana  is  a  bit  cold- 
er. The  Queensland  sugar  industry,  although  beset 
with  many  troubles,  chiefly  as  to  labor,  which  is  all 
white,  has  vastly  outstripped  that  of  Louisiana  and  no 
doubt  we  have  much  to  learn  from  them. 

After  the  Congress  has  finished  its  deliberations  the 
delegates  will  be  the  guests  of  the  Government  of 
Queensland  on  a  two  weeks  tour  of  the  Australian 
sugar  district. 
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The  Attitude  Of  The  New  Orleans 

Association  Of  Commerce 

Towards  Sugar 

The  New  Orleans  Association  of  Commerce,  which 
recently  surprised  our  domestic  sugar  producers  by 
passing  a  resolution  endorsing  reciprocal  tariff  agree- 
ments with  foreign  countries,  has  sent  us  a  memoran- 
dum setting  forth  what  its  attitude  has  been  towards 
the  Louisiana  sugar  industry,  as  expressed  by  its  acts, 
since  1924,  as  follows : 
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"5-24-15  'That  all  sugars  purchased  by  any  refiner 
located  in  the  State  of  Louisiana  shall  be  tested  at 
an  impartial  testing  laboratory  organized  for  that  pur- 
pose, the  expense  of  which  shall  be  borne  by  the  sugar 
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so  tested,  and,  secondly,  that  all  raw  sugars  purchased 
by  any  refinery  in  the  State  of  Louisiana,  shall  be 
purchased  upon  the  actual  tare  and  not  upon  the  ar- 
bitrary tare.' 


"11-21-19  'Request  of  the  Sugar  Exchange  urging 
immediate  action  against  any  legislation  tending  to 
restrict  and  license  sugar,  approved.' 


"6-5-29  "WHEREAS,  the  situation  in  the  Louisiana 
sugar  industry  is  such  that  the  sale  of  the  forthcom- 
ing crop  at  the  low  level  of  prices  for  sugar  now  pre- 
vailing will  bring  about  widespread  disaster,  and 

'WHEREAS,  These  low  prices  are  caused  by  the  ac- 
tion of  sugar  producers  in  Cuba  who  are  dumping 
their  sugar  into  the  United  States  at  costs  below  their 
own  cost  of  production,  which  is  far  below  the  cost  of 
producing  sugar  in  this  country,  and 

'WHEREAS,  our  only  hope  of  alleviation  of  these 
conditions  is  the  imposition  of  a  higher  import  duty 
on  sugar  prior  to  the  marketing  of  our  next  crop, 
which  begins  in  October, 

'THEREFORE  BE  IT  RESOLVED,  that  the  two  Sen- 
ators from  Louisiana  be  urged  to  use  their  best  ef- 
forts to  have  Congress  remain  in  session  until  the 
Hawley-Smoot  tariff  act  is  passed  in  order  that  legis- 
lation may  be  enacted  at  this  time  to  relieve  the  crisis 
with  which  we  are  confronted,  and  that  Mr.  D.  W. 
Pipes,  President  of  the  League,  and  Mr  Frank  L.  Bar- 
ker .Secretary,  and  Senator  Edward  J.  Gay  be  appoint- 
ed a  committee  to  transmit  the  above  preamble  and 
resolution  to  Senator  Joseph  E.  Ransdell  and  Senator 
Edwin  S.  Broussard.' 

"Action  was  taken  by  the  Executive  Committee  in 
accordance  with  the  above  resolution  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League 


"11-27-29  The  action  of  the  General  Manager  in 
wiring  President  Hoover  for  President  Danziger  ex- 
pressing disappointment  regarding  postponement  of 
final  action  on  the  Tariff  Bill  by  members  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  stressing  the  importance  of  some  immediate  re- 
lief being  given  the  sugar  interests,  was  reported  and 
approved;  also  his  action  in  urging  other  Exchanges 
and  some  200  leading  citizens  to  send  wires  on  the 
subject;  both  in  connection  with  the  proposed  in- 
creased tariff  on  sugar. 


"5-11-32  Supported  movement  to  retain  Dr.  A.  H. 
Rosenfeld  as  Consulting  Technologist  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  for  Louisiana 


"2-1-33  Approved  reiteration  of  position  of  the  or 
ganization  on  an  increased  tariff  on  sugar,  particular- 
ly on  refined  sugar,  to  the  United  States  Tariff  Com- 
mission. 


"10-25-33  BE  IT  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  New  Orleans  Association  of  Com- 
merce respectfully  petition  Honorable  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt,  President  of  the  United  States,  to  imme- 
diately take  the  necessary  steps  to  place  on  the  rec- 
ords of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration 
a  Stabilization  Agreement  dealing  with  sugar  quotas 
which  will  co-ordinate  the  supply  of  sugar  required 
by  the  demand  for  sugar,  it  being  our  belief  that  by 
the  co-ordination  of  supply  and  demand  a  price  fair 
to  both  consumer  and  producer  will  obtain." 
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A  Harmonious  Meeting 


At  the  urgent  request  of  Mr.  David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  of  Houma,  Mr.  R.  H.  Chadwick,  President 
of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  invited  nineteen  cane  growers,  comprising  a  committee  of 
which  Mr.  Pipes  is  Chairman,  to  meet  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  League  on  June  26th  at 
the  League's  office  in  New  Orleans. 

Mr.  Pipes'  committee  is  composed  of  Messrs.  E.  J.  Waguespack,  Bronier  Thibaut,  Henry  W. 
Frith,  Sam  Anzelmo,  George  Germany,  J.  Grover  LeBlanc,  Leo  Judice,  O.  J.  Mire,  A.  J.  Schex- 
nayder,  H.  K.  Bubenzer,  Allen  Wartell,  Oscar  Reynaud,  George  Lasseigne,  M.  J.  Goudeau,  Ubald 
Melancon,  W.  F.  Giles,  Julius  Dupont,  W.  J.  Kuehling,  M.  J.  Kahao,  Jr.,  with  Frank  M.  Bacque 
as  Secretary,  and  nearly  all  of  them  accepted  the   invitation. 

It  developed  that  these  cane  growers  felt  that  the  Washington  Committee  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League,  composed  of  Mr.  C.  D.  Kemper  as  Chairman,  Mr.  Frank  L.  Barker,  Mr.  C.  J. 
Bourg  and  Mr.  R.  H.  Chadwick  (ex-officio),  notwithstanding  their  best  efforts,  had  not  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  from  the  Government  as  favorable  treatment  for  Louisiana  in  the  matter  of 
quotas  as  is  necessary  to  the  welfare  of  all  those  engaged  in  or  wishing  to  engage  in  cane  grow- 
ing in  Louisiana,  and  Mr.  Pipes  presented  a  statement  or  memorial  reading  as  follows: 

"New  Orleans,  La., 

June  26th,  1935 
Executive  Committee, 

American   Sugar  Cane  League, 

407  Carondelet  St., 

New   Orleans,   La.  Attn:  Mr.  R.  H.  Chadwick,  President 

Gentlemen: 

The  Sugar  Cane  Farmers  Committee  with  representatives  from  virtually  every  parish  in  the  sugar  cane 
district  of  Louisiana,  elected  at  an  open  representative  meeting  held  in  Baton  Rouge,  June  11th,  1935,  unani- 
mously authorizes  the  following  statement  to  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  Executive  Committee: 

It  is  very  necessary  to  immediately  present  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  his  Administrative  officials 
and  perhaps  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  certain  sound,  economic  and  humanitarian  facts  which 
should  justify  and  obtain  remedial  relief  for  the  Louisiana   cane  industry. 

The  sole  object  of  our  endeavors  is  to  secure  a  larger  sugar  cane  quota  for  Louisiana.  We  do  not  advo- 
cate reducing  the  present  quota  of  any  farmer.  However,  under  the  present  abnormal  quota  the  great  major- 
ity of  cane  farmers  cannot  earn  a  living  and  a  profit  to  pay  on  their  debts.  Numerous  other  experienced  and 
deserving   farmers    are   debarred   from    any   participation  in  the  program. 

The  only  proper  solution  is  an  increase  of  quota,  for    without   it    fertile    lands    remain    idle,    thousands    of 


THE    SUGAR    BULLETIN 


July  1,  1936 


THE 


SUGAR 
BULLETIN 

407  Carondelet  St.,  New  Orleans 

Issued  on  the  1st  and  15th  of  each  month.     Official  Organ  of  the  American 

Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.  S.  A.,  in  which  are  consolidated 

The  Louisiana  Sugar  Planters'  Assn. 

The  American  Cane  Growers'  Assn. 

The  Producers  &  Mfrs.  Protective  Assn. 

Subscription  Price,  50  Cents  per  Year. 

Reginald  Dykers,  General  Manager  &  Editor  of  the  Bulletin 

301  Nola  Bldg.,  New  Orleans 

,  Frank  L.  Barker,  Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Lockport,  La. 

C.  J.  Bourg,  Manager  Washington  Office 

510  Union  Trust  Building 

CHAIRMEN  OF  COMMITTEES: 

R.  H.  Chadwick,  Bayou  Goula,  La. 

President  of  the  League  and  Ex-Officio  Chairman  of  Executive  Committee 

Stephen  C.  Munson,  Jeanerette,  La. 

Chairman  Agricultural  Committee 

David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  Houma,  La. 

Chairman  Industrial  Committee 

Frank  L.  Barker,  Lockport,  La. 

Chairman  Finance  Committee 

C.  D.  Kemper,  Franklin,  La. 

Chairman  Tariff  Committee 

H.  Langdon  Laws,  Cinclare,  La. 

Chairman  Legislative  Committee 

J.  C.  LeBourgeois,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chairman  Freight  Rate  Committee 

Percy  A.  Lemann,  Donaldsonville,  La. 

Chairman  Membership  Committee 

J.  W.  Jay,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chairman  Publicity  Committee 

Members  of  the  League  desiring  action  on,  or  informa- 
tion on,  any  subject  are  invited  to  communicate  with 
the  League  or  with  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
to  which  it  seems  to  appertain. 

farmers  and  laborers  remain  unemployed,  tens  of 
thousands  of  those  dependent  on  their  earnings  con- 
tinue to  suffer,  for,  as  we  all  know,  there  is  no  profit- 
able replacement  crop  for  sugar  cane  in  South  Lou- 
isiana, and  the  present  quota  is  about  65  per  cent,  of 
normal  production  and  vital  requirements. 

We  believe  substantiating  facts  can  be  most  effec- 
tively presented  by  cooperating  cane  farmers  for 
whose  relief,  together  with  relief  for  all  other  Ameri- 
can  farmers,    the   A.  A.  A.    was    brought   into    being. 

Most  of  us  are  duly  elected  A.  A.  A.  committeemen 
in  our  respective  parishes.  In  order  that  no  misun- 
derstanding may  exist,  we  desire  to  emphasize  at  this 
time,  and  under  existing  conditions,  that  we  sincerely 
endorse  the  general  A.  A.  A.  program  for  American 
Agricultural  relief,  and,  as  Louisiana  sugar  farmers, 
we  are  particularly  grateful  for  the  general  good 
accomplished  by  it  in  preventing  the  dumping  of  off 
shore  sugar  on  the  American  market  at  ruinously 
low  prices.  We  hope  to  cooperate  with  the  A.  A.  A. 
in  securing  a  better  sugar  cane  program  for  Louisiana. 

As  cane  farmers,  we  endorse  the  only  state-wide 
organization  of  the  industry,  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League.  Most  of  us  are  members.  We  believe 
all  cane  farmers  should  be.  All  Louisiana  interests 
favor  an  increased  quota.  We  believe  where  the 
issues   are  clearly  known   that  the  vast  majority   of 


the  whole  industry  thinks  that  a  farmer  committee, 
such  as  this,  largely  elected  from  A.  A.  A.  cane  far- 
mer personnel,  can  best  present  the  Louisiana  case  at 
this  time  of  emergency. 

Therefore,  we  come  before  this  Executive  Commit- 
tee of  the  League,  soliciting  your  whole-hearted  sup- 
port. We  trust  the  Executive  Committee  will  today 
endorse  our  Committee  and  its  endeavors,  and  we 
ask  that  all  resources  of  the  League  be  placed  at  our 
command  to  the  same  extent  that  they  are  given  to 
all  customary  and  recognized  committees  of  the 
League. 

Our  Committee  hopes  and  expects  to  represent  the 
united  cane  industry  of  Louisiana  in  our  just  pleas 
for  an  increased  Louisiana  quota.  The  need  for 
united  action  is  obvious.  Due  to  necessity  for  mak- 
ing preparations  and  planting  in  the  early  fall,  the 
time  element  is  vital.  Relief  must  be  secured  this 
summer  or  another  year  of  suffering  must  be  en- 
dured. Successful  results  would  be  of  inestimable 
value  to  the  industry  and  to  the  State  at  large. 
Respectfully  submitted, 
CANE    FARMERS    COMMITTEE 

The  Executive  Committee  of  the  League, 
with  the  full  consent  and  approval  of  the 
members  of  the  League's  Washington  Com- 
mittee, adopted  without  a  dissenting  vote  a  mo- 
tion suggested  by  Mr.  Frank  L.  Barker,  himself 
a  member  of  the  League's  Washington  Com- 
mittee, offering  the  League's  full  facilities  to 
the  nineteen  gentlemen  composing  Mr.  Pipes' 
committee  in  any  efforts  they  may  decide  to 
make  to  remedy  the  situation  and  tendered 
them  $1500  in  cash  towards  defraying  such 
expenses  as  they  may  incur  in  going  to  Wash- 
ington to  present  their  pleas  and  arguments  to 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Mr.  Pipes  stated 
that  Mr.  C.  D.  Kemper,  chairman  of  the 
League's  Washington  Committee,  had  been 
added  to  his  committee  of  19. 

The  results  obtained  by  Mr.  Pipes'  Commit- 
tee of  Nineteen  will  be  made  known  through 
the  Sugar  Bulletin  as  soon  as  they  are  reported 
to  us.  These  19  gentlemen  have  stepped  to  the 
front  full  of  courage  and  determination.  Every- 
body is  anxious  to  see  them  achieve  what  they 
are  attempting. 


A  Satisfied  Reader 

Hon.  Harry  D.  Wilson,  Commissioner  of  Agricul- 
ture of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  always  a  stalwart  de- 
fender of  the  domestic  sugar  industry,  writes  us  the 
following  complimentary  letter: 

Baton  Rouge,  La.,  June  18th,  1935 
Editor  Sugar  Bulletin: 

I  quote  from  your  wonderful  editorial  in  the  Sugar 
Bulletin  of  June  16th: 

"Sugar  Cane  growing  and  sugar  beet  growing 
in  the  United  States  should  be  wide  open  to  all 
as  long  as  a  pound  of  sugar  has  to  be  brought 
into  this  country  from  overseas." 
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Never  was  there  a  truer  or  more  American-like  state- 
ment. 

As  the  Commissioner  of  Agriculture  of  the  great 
State  of  Louisiana,  and  believing  in  America  first,  last 
and  always,  I  want  to  commend  you  for  this  splendid 
editorial. 

With  every  good  wish,  I  am,  Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  D.  Wilson,  Commissioner 

An  Important  Freight  Rate  Decision 

The    Louisiana    Public    Service    Commission    issued 
an  order  effective  June  20,    1935,   declaring   that   no 
emergency  charges  on  intrastate  traffic  are  justified: 
"On  hauls  of  180  miles  or  less,  actual  short  line 
mileage,   (no  constructive  mileage  allowances  to 
be  considered  for  River  Crossings,  etc.),  no  in- 
creases   shall   apply   in    connection    with   carload 
traffic   where  the  line-haul   rates   have    been   re- 
duced to  meet  truck  or  water  competition   and 
so    indicated    in    the    tariff    by    the    rates    being 
flagged  or  bearing  an  expiration  date,  or  where 
the  original  application  on  file  and  of  record  in 
the  General  Office  of  the  Louisiana  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission,  under  which  rates  were  estab- 
lished, shows  that  same  were  published  to  meet 
truck,  water  or  other  unregulated  forms  of  com- 
petition." 
The  Commission  also  declares: 

"No  increases  shall  be  authorized  on  less  than 
carload  rates  for  actual  short  line  distances  of 
180  miles  or  less,  not  including  constructive  mile- 
age allowances  where  made  for  River  Crossings, 
etc." 
and  that: 

"No  increase  shall  be  authorized  on  bagasse, 
since  this  commodity  is  a  by-product  of  the 
manufacture  of  raw  sugar  at  Louisiana  sugar 
mills,  is  a  fibrous  residue  of  crushed  sugar  cane, 
an  agricultural  commodity,  and  moves  only  in 
intrastate  commerce." 
The  Commission  says  further  that: 

"No   increase    shall    be    authorized    as   to    raw 
sugar,  molasses  and  syrup,  including  blackstrap, 
inbound    to    New    Orleans    and    other    refining 
points  within  the  State  of  Louisiana,  for  the  rea- 
sons that  these  are  agricultural  products  moving 
almost   exclusively    in   intrastate   commerce,    and 
the  outbound  movement  of  refined  sugar,  which 
moves    principally    in    interstate    commerce    will 
bear   the   increases    prescribed   on   such   traffic." 
The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  was  represented 
before   the   Louisiana    Public    Service   Commission   in 
this  important  matter  by  the  New  Orleans  Joint  Traf- 
fic Bureau,  and  the  sugar  producers  of  Louisiana  have 
every  reason  to  be  pleased  with  the  order  promulgated 
by  the  Commission.  Rates  on  sugar  cane  were  exempt 
from  the  proposed  increase. 

Sugar  Cane  Test  Field  Report  to 
Contact  Committee 

By  C.  B.  Gouaux,  Cane  Specialist,  April  26,  1935,  and 
Sugar  Cane  Variety  Report,  1934,  Abstract. 
During  the  season  of  1934,  the  Experiment  Station 
had  a  total  of  24  sugar  cane  tests  fields  at  nine  loca- 
tions on  representative  soils  of  the  principal  areas  of 


the  cane  belt.  At  five  of  the  test  fields,  eight  varieties 
were  on  trial  as  second  stubble,  while  at  eight  first 
stubble  and  eleven  plant  cane  fields,  there  were  also 
eight  on  trial.  In  addition  to  the  eleven  varieties 
on  these  fields,  some  introductory  plantings  of  seven 
promising  Canal  Point  1929  seedlings  were  made  in 
the  spring  of  1934  at  six  test  field  locations. 

The  final  results,  consisting  of  field  yields  and  chem- 
ical data,  were  obtained  during  the  fall  of  the  year. 
The  handmill  method  of  testing  small  samples  of  cane 
proved  very  useful  in  securing  pre-season  and  early 
grinding  analytical  data.  It  was  used  altogether  in 
testing  the   seven   new  varieties. 

The  main  work  of  harvesting  and  testing  varieties 
started  shortly  after  the  opening  of  the  milling  sea- 
son. The  second  stubble  varieties  were  the  first  to  be 
harvested,  beginning  October  22,  and  following  same 
with  first  stubble,  and  finishing  with  the  last  of  the 
plant  cane  fields  December  20.  All  of  the  harvesting, 
weighing,  and  sugar  house  mill  testing  of  varieties  was 
under  close  supervision.  The  analyses  of  Crusher 
Juices  of  the  varieties,  and  the  calculation  of  same  to 
Normal  Juices,  were  performed  by  sugar  house  chem- 
ists. 

The  results  of  the  test  fields  for  the  season  of  1934 
are  given.  In  evaluating  the  varieties,  standard  "Lou- 
isiana Sugar  Cane  Purchase  Contract"  was  used.  An 
average  price  of  #2.80  for  96  Test  sugar,  taken  from 
official  Louisiana  Sugar  and  Rice  Exchange  weekly 
averages  from  October  18  to  January  3,  1935,  was 
established  as  the  base  settlement  price. 
Season  of  1934 
The  first  three  months  of  the  year  were  unfavorable 
from  the  standpoint  of  heavy  precipitation.  During 
each  of  the  three  months,  the  records  show  rainfall 
above  the  average  for  the  past  44  years.  The  records 
of  the  U.  S.  D.  A.  Weather  Bureau  show  that  killing 
frosts  occurred  January  9,  10,  and  30,  February  20, 
26,  and  28,  and  March  11,  19,  and  20.  With  such  un- 
favorable weather  conditions,  land  preparation  for 
corn  and  legumes,  and  the  preliminary  operations  of 
sinking  and  wrapping  of  cane  middles,  had  to  be  done 
during  short  favorable  periods.  Most  of  the  offbarring, 
scraping,  and  shaving  operations  were  performed  dur- 
ing the  month  of  March.  In  the  latter  part  of  March 
and  through  April,  the  stubble  crops  were  fertilized 
and  the  dirt  brought  back. 

The  stand  condition  for  the  fall  plant  cane  crop  on 
April  1  was  excellent  with  the  varieties  like  Co.  281, 
CP  807,  Co.  290,  POJ  36,  and  POJ  36M.  These  varie- 
ties also  showed  up  well  as  stubble,  while  POJ  213 
and  POJ  234  varied  from  fair,  poor  to  complete  stand 
failures  in  most  sections  of  the  cane  belt.  These  two 
varieties  showed  the  greatest  amount  of  deterioration 
from  the  adverse  winter  conditions,  proving  to  be  en- 
tirely unsafe  and  decidedly  unprofitable  for  such  con- 
ditions. In  the  northern  Mississippi  River  alluvial  and 
Red  River  sections,  POJ  213  and  POJ  234  showed 
considerably  less  stubble  deterioration  than  in  the 
lower  areas  of  the  cane  belt. 

In  most  sections  the  rainfall  was  quite  heavy  during 
the  month  of  May.  The  frequent  cultivations  that  are 
generally  given  to  cane  during  this  good  cultivating 
month  were  not  performed  with  the  regularity  that  is 
characteristic  of  seasons  with  a  dry  May.  In  many 
instances,  field  work  was  at  a  complete  standstill  until 
the  latter  part  of  the  month.  At  this  time  the  fields 
were  unavoidably  quite  grassy  and  in  a  packed  con- 
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dition.  The  first  two  weeks  of  June  were  favorable  for 
field  work  in  most  sections,  and  the  cane  crop  was 
practically  cleaned  and  laid-by  at  this  time. 

On  June  16  there  was  a  severe  tropical  storm  in  the 
south  central  parishes  which  caused  considerable  dam- 
age to  crops  of  corn,  cane,  fruit,  truck,  and  trees,  in- 
juring and  killing  some  livestock,  and  damaging  build- 
ings, fences,  etc.  The  U.  S.  D.  A.  Weather  Bureau  re- 
ported winds  of  68  and  66  miles  an  hour  at  Morgan 
City  and  Baton  Rouge,  with  a  rainfall  varying  from 
5  to  9  inches  during  the  storm.  The  damage  to  the 
cane  crop  consisted  mostly  of  the  breaking  of  the 
larger  stalks  in  the  most  advanced  varieties,  splitting 
and  shredding  of  cane  leaves,  washing  down  rows,  and 
leaving  the  land  in  a  very  packed  condition.  The  cane 
crop  in  the  storm  area  was  retarded  about  ten  days  to 
two  weeks.  On  account  of  the  packed  and  washed 
condition  of  the  rows,  in  many  cases,  the  lay-by  work 
had  to  be  done  over,  and  this  work  was  not  completed 
until  the  latter  part  of  June  and  early  July.  The  storm 
was  followed  by  favorable  hot  weather  and  frequent 
rains,  and  by  the  first  week  of  July  the  effects  of  the 
storm  were  barely  noticeable.  The  corn  crop  was 
severely  damaged,  and  in  many  cases  resulted  in  com- 
plete failure.  Sugar  cane  showed  its  adaptability  to 
the  cane  belt  parishes  by  producing  a  very  good  crop. 
At  four  of  the  test  fields  where  the  storm  was  most 
severe,  the  percentage  of  broken  stalks  for  the  differ- 
ent varieties  was  determined. 

The  data  show  that  there  was  less  breakage  of  stalks 
in  the  POT  varieties,  which  were  not  as  far  advanced 
as  the  other  canes. 

In  the  new  varieties,  which  were  quite  advanced  in 
growth,  CP  28-19  made  the  best  showing;  the  stalk 
breakage  being  very  low  at  all  four  of  the  test  fields. 
CP  807  also  showed  a  low  percentage  of  broken 
stalks.  Co.  290  showed  high  percentages  of  broken 
stalks  at  Glenwood  and  Sterling,  and  low  counts  at 
the  Iberia  Livestock  Experiment  Farm  and  Billeaud 
test  fields.  CP  28-11  showed  the  highest  percentage 
of  broken  stalks,  followed  closely  by  Co.  281. 

The  storm  did  not  strike  the  Bunkie  and  Meeker 
sections,  and  it  was  not  as  severe  at  Cinclare  and 
Reserve. 

The  results  of  first  and  second  stubble  varieties  on 
the  Cinclare,  Glenwood  and  Reserve  test  fields  on 
"sandy  land"  indicate  a  definite  superiority  for  the 
Co.  281  over  the  POJ  canes;  while  Co.  290,  CP  28-11 
and  CP  807  ranked  ahead  of  Co.  281. 

The  first  leading  four  plant  canes  ranked  as  follows: 
At  Cinclare,  CP  29-320,  CP  28-19,  Co.  290,  and  Co. 
281;  at  Glenwood,  CP  29-320,  CP  28-19,  Co.  290,  and 
CP  807;  and  at  Reserve,  CP  28-19,  CP  29-320,  Co. 
290,  and  CP  28-11. 

The  test  field  results  of  the  Red  River  section  indi- 
cate that  early  maturing  varieties,  like  CP  29-320, 
CP  28-11,  and  CP  28-19,  made  an  excellent  showing 
and  are  very  well  suited  to  the  soils  of  this  section. 
Co.  281  made  a  better  showing  than  POJ  234,  which 
is  the  standard  field  cane  of  the  section.  The  excellent 
mill  windrowing  qualities  of  Co.  281  make  it  an  ex- 
tremely valuable  cane  for  this  area.  Both  Co.  290  and 
CP  807  produced  high  field  yields,  with  low  sucrose 
tests,  especially  as  plant  cane.  On  account  of  their 
poor  maturing  qualities  and  a  greater  danger  of  early 
freezes  in  this  northern  area,  Co.  290  and  CP  807  are 
not  recommended  for  extensive  field  planting. 

The    Bubenzer   syrup   test   field    results   on   Yahola 


very  fine  sandy  loam  of  the  Red  River  section  show 
that  Co.  281,  Co.  290,  and  POJ  234  gave  the  highest 
syrup  per  ton  yields  as  first  and  second  stubble,  while 
CP  28-19,  Co.  281,  and  POJ  234  were  highest  as  plant 
cane.  CP  28-11  and  CP  807  proved  to  be  the  hardest 
milling  canes,  and  produced  the  lowest  syrup  yields 
per  ton  of  cane.  From  the  tests  conducted,  taking  into 
consideration  quality  and  color  of  syrup,  efficient  mill- 
ing of  cane  and  processing  of  syrup,  the  best  results 
have  been  obtained  with  POJ  36,  POJ  213,  and  Co. 
281. 

On  account  of  the  extreme  hardness  of  CP  807,  and 
the  poor  maturing  qualities  of  both  CP  807  and  Co. 
290  in  the  Bunkie  section,  their  planting  should  only 
be  on  a  limited  basis. 

The  results  of  test  field  varieties  on  soils  of  the 
Teche  section  near  Franklin  indicate  that  Co.  290  is 
the  outstanding  variety  on  the  three  fields,  followed 
by  CP  28-11  and  CP  807  as  first  and  second  stubble, 
and  CP  28-19  and  Co.  281  as  plant  cane.  In  the 
Jeanerette  area,  CP  28-19,  CP  807,  and  CP  28-11 
were  the  three  leading  first  stubble  varieties  while 
CP  28-19,  CP  29-320,  and  CP  28-11  were  the  three 
leading  plant  cane  varieties. 

On  Lintonia  silt  loam  of  the  western  section,  Co. 
290  was  the  leading  variety  as  first  stubble  and  plant 
cane,  followed  by  Co.  281  and  CP  28-11  in  one  series, 
and  CP  807  and  POJ  36  in  another  series  of  first 
stubble  varieties.  In  the  plant  cane  tests,  CP  29-291 
was  second  and  CP  28-19  was  third.  In  theYoungs- 
ville  section  on  Olivier  silt  loam,  the  four  leading  plant 
cane  varieties  were  as  follows:  CP  807,  CP  28-19, 
CP  29-291,  and  CP  29-320. 

The  two  unreleased  varieties,  CP  29-291  and  CP 
29-320  were  on  trial  on  all  of  the  plant  cane  test  fields 
last  year.  The  CP  29-291  variety  showed  that  it  was 
very  susceptible  to  mosaic  disease,  and  also  suffered 
severe  damages  from  cane  borers.  On  account  of  these 
undesirable  weaknesses,  it  has  been  discarded  at  most 
of  the  test  fields.  In  the  Broussard,  Youngsville  and 
Bunkie  sections,  where  it  made  its  best  showing,  it 
has  been  included  in  the  1935  plant  cane  tests. 

The  CP  29-320  variety  gave  excellent  results  at  all 
of  the  test  fields,  showing  early  maturing  qualities 
and  high  field  yields.  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  it  was 
planted  with  one  running  stalk,  compared  to  two 
stalks  and  a  lap  with  the  other  varieties,  it  ranked 
first  at  three  test  fields,  and  second  at  three  test  fields. 


A  Statement  From  Puerto  Rico 

Central  Mercedita, 
Ponce,  Puerto  Rico,  June  16th,  1935 
Editor  Sugar  Bulletin: 

Your  article  "The  Heresy  of  a  Domestic  Quota,"  on 
the  front  page  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin  for  May  1st, 
has  been  read  with  much  interest.  The  first  two  para- 
graphs state  the  case  clearly  and  forcefully.  The  con- 
clusion reached  in  your  last  paragraph  is  indisputable. 

However,  your  third  and  fourth  paragraphs  are 
open  to  criticism  and  here  you  have  some  of  it. 

1 — "Legally  a  part  of  the  United  States,"  may  be 
strictly  correct  as  applied  to  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico 
may  not  be  so  classified  under  technical  legal  inter- 
pretation. But  Puerto  Rico  has  been  under  the  U.  S. 
flag  since  1898.  Its  citizens  have  been  "legally"  U.  S. 
citizens  by  act  of  Congress  since  1917.  Whether  Con- 
gress   acted   wisely   in    declaring   them   such    may   be 
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open  to  discussion  but  the  fact  is  it  did  so  legislate. 

2 — Add  three  words  to  your  fourth  paragraph  and 
we  accept  it  without  further  change.  It  should  read: 
"Portorican  cane  farmers,  Louisiana  cane  farmers 
and  Western  beet  farmers  are  wrongly  classified. 
They  actually  are  Americans;  which  is  proven  by 
their  paying  American  taxes,  being  conscripted  in  war 
to  fight  for  America  and  being  compelled  to  abide  by 
American  regulations  and  laws  in  the  conduct  of  their 
business,  but  in  the  purview  of  the  sugar  quota  sys- 
tem they  are  just  a  part  of  a  nondescript  economic 
brotherhood  scattered  far  and  wide  through  various 
countries." 

We  pay  American  taxes.  All  imports  entering  Puer- 
to Rico  from  other  countries  pay  the  same  customs 
duties  as  at  Continental  ports  of  entry.  Nearly  all  of 
our  supplies  are  brought  from  Continental  U.  S.  and 
have  paid  processing  taxes,  N.  R.  A.  wages,  etc.  I  en- 
close a  brief  statement  gotten  out  by  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  which  elucidates  this  point.  Please  read 
same  carefully. 

We  were  conscripted  in  war  to  fight  for  America. 
A  training  camp  was  established  at  San  Juan  and 
15,000  men  were  ready  to  go  overseas  when  the  Ar- 
mistice was  arranged.  For  more  than  a  year  the 
Panama  Canal  was  guarded  by  a  regiment  of  the 
regular  army  recruited  in  Puerto  Rico.  Numbers  of 
our  young  men  were  actually  at  the  front  in  France 
as  volunteer  members  of  other  U.  S.  and  Canadian 
regiments.  Some  of  them  are  still  there.  I  know  one 
family  of  four  boys,  one  of  whom  went  early  in  a 
Canadian  organization,  two  went  in  the  U.  S.  regular 
army  and  the  other  was  in  the  training  camp  when  it 
was  disbanded. 

And  as  for  being  compelled  to  abide  by  American 
laws  and  regulations  in  the  conduct  of  our  business, 
we  have  with  us  a  fair  share  of  the  alphabetical  bu- 
reaus that  infest  the  land,  not  the  least  of  these  is  the 
A.  A.  A.  with  which  you  apparently  have  been  in 
contact. 

We  produced  in  1934  1,114,000  tons  of  raw  sugar 
and  were  allowed  to  market  only  804,000  tons.  For 
the  current  1935  crop  we  are  restricted  to  746,814  tons 
"production  quota"  although  we  have  sufficient  cane 
to  make  1,000,000  tons  of  sugar.  And  we  will  be  al- 
lowed a  production  quota  for  1936  about  the  same  as 
this  year. 

All  of  this  restriction  is  for  the  benefit  of  Cuba,  or 
investments  in  Cuba.  Limitation  is  imposed  under 
the  pretext  of  reducing  surplus  production  as  in  wheat, 
cotton,  hogs,  etc.,  when  everybody  knows  that  the 
United  States,  including  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico,  has 
never  produced  sufficient  sugar  for  its  own  con- 
sumption. 

More  power  to  your  pen  but  base  your  argument 
on  the  solid  ground  of  facts  all  the  way  through. 
Yours  truly, 
J.   M.  Giles 

The  Legality  of  the  A.  A.  A. 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 
The  sugar  market  is  still  jittery  as  a  result  of  the 
NRA  decision,  because  of  the  possibility  that  the  AAA 
may  suffer  the  same  fate  under  the  restrictions  of  the 
United  States  Constitution.  Naturally,  the  contagion 
of  jitters  has  extended  itself  into  fields  of  production 


and  there  are  many  growers  still  wondering  whether 
the  AAA  program  will  be  continued.  We  are  of  the 
opinion  that  the  sugar  provisions  of  the  AAA  will  not 
be  affected  in  any  manner  by  court  decisions  during 
the  year  1935  and  the  possibility  of  upsets  in  1936  are 
distinctly  remote. 

In  the  first  place,  there  is  no  case  specifically  affect- 
ing the  sugar  provisions  of  the  AAA,  now  before  the 
court.  The  only  case  which  reached  the  status  of 
appeal  was  that  of  the  Hawaiian  Planters  Association, 
which  has  been  withdrawn  without  prejudice.  There 
have  been  no  cases  affecting  the  AAA  directly  which 
have  been  argued  before  the  Supreme  Court,  so  that 
even  those  which  are  on  appeal  must  be  argued  next 
fall  or  later  and  the  decisions  thereon  will  certainly  not 
come  before  1936. 

Assuming  for  the  purposes  of  this  discussion  that 
there  should  be  a  decision  adversely  affecting  the  con- 
stitutionality of  certain  provisions  of  the  AA  Act. 
your  attention  is  invited  to  Section  14  of  the  Act, 
which  reads  as  follows: 

"If  any  provision  of  this  title  is  declared  unconstitu- 
tional, or  the  applicability  thereof  to  any  person,  cir- 
cumstance, or  commodity  is  held  invalid  the  validity 
of  the  remainder  of  this  title  and  the  applicability 
thereof  to  other  persons,  circumstances,  or  commodi- 
ties shall  not  be  affected  thereby." 

The  case  which  seems  prospectively  to  be  the  first 
that  will  be  acted  upon  by  the  Supreme  Court  testing 
the  constitutionality  of  the  AAA  is  what  is  known  as 
the  Hoosac  Mills  case.  This  is  an  attack  upon  the 
processing  tax  on  cotton.  Since  the  processing  tax  on 
sugar  is  specially  provided  for  with  great  definiteness 
and  without  being  subject  to  the  same  limitations  as 
the  processing  tax  on  cotton,  we  submit  that  Section 
14  would  preserve  our  status  regardless  of  the  outcome 
of  the  Hoosac  Mills  case.  Of  course,  if  one  wants  to  be 
a  supreme  pessimist,  he  could  suggest  that  Section  14 
itself  might  be  attacked  as  to  its  legality.  We  hesitate 
to  admit  this  is  a  probability,  but  that,  too,  would 
require  months  of  legal  delay  before  it  would  be  acted 
upon  by  the  Supreme  Court. 

In  the  meantime,  the  House  of  Representatives  has 
passed  H.  R.  8492  providing  a  very  considerable  num- 
ber of  amendments  covering  fifty-two  pages.  In  this 
measure  it  was  sought  to  follow  the  language  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  in  the  Schechter  case 
which  decided  the  fate  of  the  NRA.  Most  important 
has  been  the  fixing  of  the  rates  of  processing  tax  on 
each  commodity  at  the  rate  which  was  in  existence  on 
June  1st,  1935.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  would 
have  no  right  under  the  House  Bill  to  change  this  rate 
excepting  after  due  formality  and  then  within  a  limita- 
tion of  20  per  cent.  The  decision  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  on  the  NRA  codes  was  based  upon 
two  major  points,  namely,  (1)  that  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  has  no  authority  over  any  com- 
merce excepting  that  which  is  interstate,  and  (2) 
even  in  the  exercise  of  the  authority  of  interstate 
commerce,  Congress  cannot  delegate  to  the  President 
or  to  any  Government  official  the  legislative  powers 
which  are  invested  in  Congress  exclusively  by  the 
Constitution.  The  United  States  Supreme  Court 
pointed  out  in  its  decision  that  Congress  has  no  right 
to  grant  "unfettered  powers"  to  a  Government  official 
but  must  be  specific  in  limiting  and  describing  the 
authority  granted.  The  Court  reviewed  the  legislation 
under   which    the    Interstate   Commerce    Commission, 
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the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  the  Radio  Commis- 
sion and  the  Tariff  Commission  are  granted  authority 
to  make  changes.  But  in  each  of  these  instances  it 
is  found  that  Congress  has  carefully  outlined  the  metes 
and  bounds  within  which  these  Governmental  agencies 
can  act,  and  has  adopted  a  yardstick  indicating  how 
far  and  for  what  purposes  they  can  render  decisions. 
In  fact,  the  Court  states  that  these  instrumentalities 
are  in  the  nature  of  agents  created  by  Congress  to 
carry  out  the  intent  of  Congress  within  defined  limi- 
tations and  restrictions  contained  in  the  laws  creating 
them.  The  most  significant  words  from  the  decision 
are  that  "the  recuperative  efforts  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment must  be  made  in  a  manner  consistent  with 
the  authority  granted  by  the  Constitution." 

Carrying  out  the  interpretation  of  the  Supreme 
Court  as  it  may  be  applied  to  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act,  the  House  set  up  the  limitations  and  re- 
strictions surrounding  the  authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  and  his  power  to  control  the  rates  of 
processing  tax.  It  is  the  opinion  of  a  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  House  that  the  Act  now  conforms  to 
the  Supreme  Court  mandate  that  Congress  shall  not 
yield  its  legislative  power  to  any  administrative  official 
but  they  contend  that  for  the  purposes  of  efficient 
administration  it  is  necessary  that  some  limited  discre- 
tion be  allowed  for  administrative  workability. 

With  regard  to  the  provisions  for  licenses  and  for 
marketing  agreements,  these  provisions  have  been 
amended  so  that  they  apply  strictly  to  interstate  com- 
merce, and  instead  of  issuing  licenses,  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  issue  "orders"  similar 
to  the  authority  given  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission. 

Another  question  of  constitutionality  that  we  believe 
would  be  liberally  construed  by  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  is  the  attack  that  is  being  made  gen- 
erally against  processing  taxes  being  collected  from 
all  consumers  for  the  benefit  of  a  class.  Certainly  the 
"general  welfare"  of  the  nation  is  served  when  so 
important  a  class  as  the  farmers  of  the  United  States 
are  assisted  in  recovering  their  normal  state  of  pros- 
perity. The  processing  tax  collections  go  into  the 
general  funds  of  the  United  States  and  the  appropria- 
tion of  money  from  the  general  funds  for  the  purpose 
of  making  benefit  payments  is  in  our  opinion  a  con- 
tribution towards  the  general  welfare. 

We  are  pleased  to  note,  nevertheless,  that  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Agriculture  has  not  been  satisfied  to 
accept  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the  sufficiency 


of  their  amendments  to  bring  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act  within  the  Constitution,  but  many  confer- 
ences have  been  held  among  officials  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  members  of  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee, representatives  of  farm  organizations  and  lawyers 
from  the  Department  of  Justice,  for  the  purpose  of 
eliminating  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  any  of  the 
still  existing  doubts  as  to  the  effectiveness  of  the  House 
amendments.  We  are  pleased  to  see  this  because  we 
are  anxious  to  have  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
made  certain  and  not  subject  to  sudden  extinction 
because  of  the  failure  of  Congress  to  be  sufficiendy 
mindful  of  the  constitutional  restrictions. 

Senator  Ellison  D.  Smith  of  South  Carolina  is  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  he  is 
one  of  the  stalwart  defenders  of  the  United  States 
Constitution.  Moreover,  he  has  always  viewed  with  a 
critical  eye  the  extreme  grants  of  authority  and  con- 
trol contained  in  the  AAA.  He  is  reported  to  be  deter- 
mined that  only  the  powers  necessary  to  efficient  ad- 
ministration and  the  carrying  out  of  the  intent  of 
Congress,  shall  be  granted  to  any  Government  official. 
To  this  end  he  has  insisted  upon  a  redraft  of  several 
provisions  and  it  is  expected  when  the  Committee 
reports  to  the  Senate,  that  his  strengthening  influence 
will  have  brought  about  additional  changes  and  safe- 
guards. The  fact  that  the  Committee  was  expected  to 
report  the  House  Bill  to  the  Senate  immediately,  but  is 
taking  much  longer  than  anyone  anticipated  to  con- 
sider the  whole  Act  in  the  light  of  its  constitutionality, 
leads  to  the  conclusion  that  important  amendments 
will  be  offered. 

With  regard  to  sugar,  the  House  Bill  (H.R.  8492) 
makes  several  important  changes.  Under  Section  20, 
the  Act  is  amended  so  that  instead  of  the  sugar  pro- 
visions ending  three  years  after  the  adoption  of  the 
Jones-Costigan  Act,  they  will  end  on  December  31, 
1937.  In  this  way,  quotas  for  1937  can  be  allotted 
and  enforced  throughout  the  calendar  year.  In  like 
manner,  processing  taxes  may  be  collected  throughout 
the  year  and  benefit  payments  made  to  the  farmers  on 
the  crop  of  1937. 

Closely  allied  with  this  extension  are  the  provisions 
of  Section  19  which  amend  Section  12  of  the  AAA  by 
adding  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(d)  Amounts  expended  under  this  title  which  are 
expended  for  payments  authorized  to  be  made  under 
section  8  and  administrative  expenses  in  connection 
with  any  basic  agricultural  commodity  shall  not  be  less 
than  a  sum  equal  to  the  proceeds  of  the  taxes  levied 
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under  this  title  with  respect  to  such  commodity.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  subsection:  (1)  Amounts  collected 
and  expended  from  taxes  the  proceeds  of  which  under 
this  title  are  held  for,  or  paid  for  use  in,  any  posses- 
sion of  the  United  States  shall  not  be  included;  (2)  the 
amount  of  all  refunds  and  abatements  of  taxes  shall 
not  be  included;  and  (3)  hogs  and  field  corn  may  be 
considered  as  one  commodity." 

As  is  apparent  by  reading  the  above,  the  processing 
tax  on  each  commodity  is  to  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  making  benefit  payments  to  the  farmers  who  pro- 
duce that  commodity  and  for  administrative  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  commodity.  Therefore,  money 
collected  in  processing  taxes  on  sugar,  must  be  paid  in 
benefit  payments  to  growers  of  sugar  beets  and  sugar 
cane.  The  qualifying  clause  under  (1)  recognizes  the 
designation  of  money  collected  in  possessions  of  the 
United  States  for  use  there.  Our  conclusion  is  that  the 
money  collected  from  processing  taxes  on  Cuban  sugar 
must  be  paid  to  continental  producers  and  when  the 
Philippine  Islands  become  a  republic  at  the  end  of  this 
year,  the  same  thing  will  apply. 

Of  great  interest  and  relief  to  all  handlers  of  sugar, 
particularly  processors  in  the  United  States,  are  the 
provisions  of  Section  20(b)  which  in  effect  state  that 
when  the  processing  tax  on  sugar  is  wholly  terminated, 
the  owner  of  sugar  stocks  will  be  entitled  to  refunds 
or  credit  of  the  tax  to  the  extent  of  such  stock,  or  if 
the  tax  has  not  been  paid,  the  tax  may  be  abated.  The 
provisions  regarding  the  refund  or  abatement  are 
greatly  amplified  under  Section  24  which  amends  Sec- 
tion 16(a)(2)  of  the  Act. 
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News  from  Washington 


By  C.  J. 

It  is  accepted  in  all  sugar  circles  that  the  validity  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  is  the  matter  of  most 
concern  to  all  parties,  whether  producers,  processors 
or  handlers.  Everybody  wants  to  know  whether  the 
AAA  programs  will  continue,  and  what  the  chances  are 
of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  declaring  the 
AAA  legal  and  constitutional.  At  the  present  time, 
Congress  is  engaged  in  a  very  serious  program  of  at- 
tempting to  amend  the  Act  as  to  bring  it  within  the 
legal  requirements  of  the  Constitution,  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  of  law  recently  enunciated  by  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court.  In  these  columns  we 
have  attempted  to  give  you  our  own  reactions  to  the 
NRA  decision  and  to  the  Bill  which  passed  the  House 
(H.  R.  8492)  providing  such  amendments. 

Since  the  last  issue  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin,  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Agriculture  has  reported  amendments 
which  they  recommended  to  pass  the  Senate,  and  the 
thought  is  suggested  to  us  that  it  should  be  interesting 
to  you  to  read  extracts  from  the  report  of  the  Senate 
Committee,  which  shows  in  the  language  of  the  Sen- 
ators themselves,  what  is  proposed  and  recommended. 
As  most  of  you  will  not  have  the  time  or  opportunity 
to  read  the  Senate  Committee  report  in  full,  we  have 
selected  some  of  the  extracts  which  discuss  the  amend- 
ments in  the  light  of  those  provisions  which  are  of 
more  direct  interest  to  those  of  us  who  are  in  the  sugar 
business. 

At  the  outset,  the  Committee  outlines  the  purposes 
of  the  amendments  which  it  recommends,  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms: 

"The  amendments  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  contained  in  the  bill  H.  R.  8492  are  needed  in  or- 
der to  carry  out  two  principal  purposes.  The  first  is  to 
permit  the  agricultural  adjustment  program  to  con- 
tribute its  full  share  toward  recovery  by  supplement- 
ing the  present  provisions  of  the  act  so  as  to  enable 
it  to  operate  effectively  in  achieving  its  objectives.  The 
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second  is  to  insure  that  the  program  will  be  carried 
out  within  the  limits  of  the  powers  given  Congress 
under  the  Constitution,  and  to  make  certain  that  the 
authority  conferred  upon  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  will  conform 
to  the  principle  that  power  cannot  be  delegated  by 
Congress  to  an  executive  officer  unless  adequate  stand- 
ards and  guides  are  prescribed  by  Congress  to  govern 
the  exercise  of  such  power. 

"The  primary  objective  set  forth  in  the  declaration 
of  policy  in  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  is  to  se- 
cure fair  exchange  value  for  farm  products.  This  ob- 
jective is,  in  itself,  a  worthy  one  from  the  standpoint 
of  economics  and  social  justice  to  farmers,  and  is  of 
real  national  importance  in  the  recovery  program.  By 
restoring  and  sustaining  farm  buying  power,  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  can  contribute  effectively  to 
the  general  recovery  of  business." 

It  will  be  interesting  to  read  the  following  comments 
of  the  Committee  relative  to  the  provision  against  suits 
being  filed  for  the  recovery  of  processing  taxes  on 
goods  which  have  already  passed  into  the  hands  of 
consumers: 

"The  sections  of  the  bill  which  deal  with  the  impo- 
sition of  processing  taxes  have  been  altered  in  several 
important  particulars.  These  taxes,  while  levied  upon 
processors,  have  been  passed  on  to  the  consumer  and 
actually  paid  by  him.  Consequently,  it  has  been  found 
desirable  to  guard  against  the  possibility  of  recovery 
of  taxes  accrued  to  or  paid  by  the  processors  prior  to 
the  date  of  the  adoption  of  these  amendments,  should 
such  taxes  for  any  reason  be  held  invalid,  by  with- 
drawing the  consent  of  the  United  States  to  be  sued, 
and  withdrawing  jurisdiction  from  all  courts  to  enter- 
tain such  suits.  The  taxes  heretofore  collected  are 
validated  by  congressional  ratification  of  all  prior  acts, 
and  the  rates  of  tax  now  in  effect  for  various  of  the 
basic  commodities  are  continued  in  full  force  and  effect 
until  December  31,   1937,  subject  to  a   provision  au- 
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thorizing  the  Secretary  to  raise  or  lower  such  rates  in 
accordance  with  certain  standards." 

With  regard  to  "parity  price"  the  Senate  Committee 
has  this  to  say: 

"The  declaration  of  policy  in  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  has  as  its  objective  the  reestablishment 
of  prices  paid  to  farmers  at  a  level  that  will  give  ag- 
ricultural commodities  a  current  purchasing  power 
equivalent  to  that  of  the  base  period.  Section  1(a)  of 
the  bill  amends  this  provision  of  the  act  to  provide 
that,  in  the  case  of  all  commodities  for  which  the  base 
period  is  the  pre-war  period  (August,  1909  to  July, 
1914),  such  prices  will  also  reflect  current  interest 
payments  per  acre  on  farm  indebtedness  secured  by 
real  estate  and  tax  payments  per  acre  on  farm  real 
estate  as  contrasted  with  such  payments  during  the 
base  period.  This  provision  is  intended  to  give  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  a  more  ade- 
quate standard  for  determining  parity  prices.  The 
present  method  of  calculation  is  composed  of  an  index 
of  prices  for  goods  which  farmers  buy  in  relation  to 
the  pre-war  level  and  does  not  cover  expenditures  for 
taxes  and  for  debt  service.  At  the  present  time,  taxes 
per  acre  and  mortgage  interest  per  acre  are  probably 
about  160  to  170  per  cent,  of  the  pre-war  level.  The 
combination  of  these  two  items,  together  with  the  in- 
dex of  prices  paid  by  farmers,  may  be  expected  to 
give  parity  standards  approximately  5  per  cent,  higher 
than  at  present." 

We  are  intrigued  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the 


amendments  that  refer  to  benefit  payments,  because 
the  language  of  the  Senate  Committee  encourages  us 
to  apply  the  intent  of  their  amendments  specifically  to 
the  problem  of  a  quota  for  Louisiana  and  production 
allotments  upon  which  Louisiana  sugar  cane  produc- 
ers are  to  be  paid  in  the  future.  It  seems  appropriate 
to  suggest  to  the  reader  that  he  consider  the  following 
explanation  of  the  Committee  in  the  light  of  its  pos- 
sible direct  effect  upon  the  Louisiana  situation: 

"Section  2  of  the  bill  contains  a  new  provision,  re- 
vising section  8(1)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act,  which  confers  the  power  to  make  rental  or  benefit 
payments,  and  designating  the  new  provision  as  sec- 
tion 8.  The  new  provision  adds  the  authority  to  make 
(1)  payments  in  connection  with  the  removal  of  any 
basic  agricultural  commodity  or  product  thereof  from 
the  normal  channels  of  trade  and  commerce;  (2)  pay- 
ments to  expand  domestic  or  foreign  commerce  for 
any  basic  agricultural  commodity  and  products  there- 
of; and  (3)  payments  in  connection  with  the  produc- 
tion of  that  part  of  any  basic  agricultural  commodity 
which  is  required  for  domestic  consumption. 

"These  powers  are  added  to  the  powers  to  make 
rental  or  benefit  payments  contained  in  the  present 
law,  and  the  new  payments  which  are  authorized  in 
the  bill  may  be  made  independently  or  in  combination 
with  acreage  or  production  adjustment.  The  addition 
of  the  new  powers  will,  it  is  believed,  provide  an  ade- 
quate basis  for  a  comprehensive  farm-relief  plan  which 
will  be  sufficiently  adaptable  to  meet  the  needs  of  each 
of  the  particular  basic  commodities,  as  well  as  to  meet 
changed  conditions  in  their  production  and  consump- 
tion. This  provision  of  the  act  has  also  been  amended 
by  striking  out  the  word  'reduction'  and  substituting 
the  word  'adjustment.'  In  connection  with  many  of 
the  commodity^  benefit  programs,  it  has  frequently 
been  found  desirable  to  require  a  larger  reduction  in 
acreage  from  the  base  period  during  the  first  year 
covered  by  such  programs  than  is  required  during  the 
second  or  later  years.  Thus,  while  the  agreements  with 
reference  to  the  later  years  require  a  reduction  in  acre- 
age in  comparison  to  that  which  obtained  during  the 
base  period^  they  allow  an  increase  in  acreage  over 
that  which  is  permitted  during  the  first  year  of  the 
reduction  program.  However,  it  has  been  contended 
by  some  that  the  use  of  the  word  'reduction'  in  sec- 
tion 8(1)  requires  that  any  agreements  entered  into 
under  that  section  shall  provide  for  a  reduction  in 
acreage  from  that  which  obtained  during  the  preced- 
ing year.  Under  such  an  interpretation  of  the  act,  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  would  be  re- 
stricted to  a  program  of  continual  reduction  and  would 
not  be  authorized  to  pay  benefits  in  connection  with  a 
program  which  permitted  an  increase  in  acreage  over 
immediately  preceding  years.  To  make  plain  the  power 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  permit  adjustments 
in  acreage  upward  where  the  policy  of  the  act  so  re- 
quires, it  is  proposed  to  eliminate  the  word  'reduction' 
and  to  substitute  therefor  the  word  'adjustment'." 

The  major  part  of  the  report  has  to  do  with  market- 
ing agreements  and  orders,  but  since  these  matters  do 
not  apply  to  sugar,  we  will  omit  any  reference  thereto. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  agrees  with 
the  House  Committee  that  the  fixing  of  specific  rates 
of  tax  for  a  certain  period  brings  the  Act  within  con- 
stitutional limitations,  as  shown  by  the  following: 

"Section  12  of  the  proposed  bill  also  (1)  fixes  the 
rate  of  the  processing  tax  on  wheat,  cotton,  field  corn, 
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hogs,  peanuts,  tobacco,  paper,  jute,  and  (subject  to 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (8))  on  sugar  beets  and 
sugar  cane,  by  adopting  the  rates  of  tax  prescribed 
by  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  effect 

on  the  date  of  the  adoption  of  the  bill." 

*.*♦** 

"The  rates  so  specifically  fixed  are  to  remain  in 
effect  until  December  31,  1937  (in  the  case  of  rice, 
July  31,  1936),  unless  increased  or  decreased  under 
certain  new  provisions  contained  in  section  9(b)(6)  or 
terminated.  By  virtue  of  the  enactment  of  rates  of 
tax  at  present  in  effect,  until  such  rates  are  adjusted, 
any  possible  contention  that  Congress  has  invalidly 
delegated  legislative  power  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture to  fix  the  rate  of  tax  is  obviated." 

*  *  *  *  * 

"At  the  end  of  the  period  for  which  the  rates  of  tax 
are  specifically  fixed  in  the  bill  (July  1,  1936,  in  the 
case  of  rice  and  December  31,  1937,  in  the  case  of 
other  commodities),  the  rates  of  tax  are  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance 
with  the  standards  already  contained  in  the  act  which 
are  applicable  to  processing  taxes  generally." 

A  matter  of  considerable  concern  to  all  sugar  people 
has  been  the  question  of  refunds  on  stocks  of  sugar 
held  by  processors  at  the  time  that  the  processing  tax 
is  wholly  terminated.  Since  the  Jones-Costigan  amend- 
ments are  to  expire  on  December  31,  1937,  it  is  readily 
evident  that  all  producers  and  processors  of  Louisiana, 
are  wanting  to  know  what  will  happen  to  the  sugar  on 
hand  at  that  time.  The  Committee  gives  the  answer 
as   follows: 

"The  present  act  provides  that  there  shall  be  no 
floor  stocks  refunds  in  the  case  of  sugar  beets  and 
sugar  cane  or  the  products  thereof  upon  the  termina- 
tion of  the  act.  It  appears  that  when  the  tax  is  termi- 
nated sugar  which  has  paid  a  processing  tax  will  have 
to  compete  with  sugar  which  has  been  processed  after 
termination  and  thus  has  not  paid  a  processing  tax  and 
this  will  undoubtedly  cause  numerous  hardships  to 
persons  having  large  stocks  on  hand  and  will  possibly 
disrupt  the  market  for  sugar.  The  amendments  pro- 
posed in  section  21(b),  section  28,  and  section  29(a) 
will  permit  payment  of  floor  stocks  refunds  upon  sugar 
held  upon  the  date  upon  which  the  tax  on  sugar  beets 
and  sugar  cane  is  terminated.  The  bill  as  it  passed 
the  House  provided  for  a  refund  or  credit  as  to  all 
articles  processed  from  sugar  cane  and  sugar  beets. 
Such  a  provision  would  be  impossible  of  administra- 
tion, and  there  do  not  exist  the  same  reasons  for  such 
broad  application  of  the  refund  provision  as  exist  with 
respect  to  sugar." 

$  $  :£  $  % 

"Section  16(a)(2)  of  the  present  law  provides  that 
upon  termination  of  the  tax  there  shall  be  an  abate- 
ment as  to  floor  stocks  upon  which  the  tax  has  not 
been  paid.  In  the  case  of  floor  stocks  a  holder  other 
than  the  processor  has  presumably  paid  the  tax  to  the 
processor,  and  the  processor  should  not  receive  an 
abatement  of  the  tax  in  such  a  case.  Section  27  of  the 
bill  so  provides." 
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"Section  20(a)  amends  section  13  of  the  present  act 
so  that  the  termination  of  the  taxes  on  sugar  beets  and 
sugar  cane  is  postponed,  and  the  powers  vested  in  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  with  re- 
spect to  sugar  beets  and  sugar  cane  are  extended  from 
May  9,  1937  to  December  31,  1937." 


Sugar  Cane  Variety  Report  for  the 
Season  1934-35 

By  E.  C.  Simon,  Assistant,  Sugar  Cane  Investigations, 
Louisiana  Agricultural  Experiment  Station. 

The  following  report  was  made  to  the  Contact  Com- 
mittee of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  April  26, 
1935: 

Co.  290  and  CP  807. — Both  of  these  varieties 
continue  to  perform  satisfactorily  on  those  soils  in 
those  areas  of  the  sugar  district  to  which  they  are 
adapted.  Co.  290  and  CP  807  continue  to  give  very 
high  tonnages,  to  be  very  vigorous,  and  to  be  very 
good  stubblers.  As  commercial  varieties,  they  are 
adapted  to  the  western  section  of  the  sugar  district, 
i.e.,  St.  Mary,  Vermilion  and  parts  of  Iberia,  Lafay- 
ette and  St.  Martin  parishes.  In  the  lower  river  allu- 
vial area  the  varieties  are  of  greatest  value  on  heavy 
mixed  and  black  lands,  on  the  thinner  soils,  and  on 
those  soils  that  are  of  not  over  moderate  fertility. 
Over  a  period  of  years  they  have  not  matured  satis- 
factorily in  the  northern  portion  of  the  sugar  district. 

By  the  proper  topping  of  Co.  290,  the  sucrose  con- 
tent can — in  a  large  measure — be  raised,  provided  that 
the  basal  portions  of  the  stalks  are  mature.  The  growth 
habit  of  the  cane  is  such  that  the  upper  joints  are 
large,  and  the  removal  of  two  or  three  large  green 
joints  will  usually  increase  the  sucrose  content  of  the 
remaining  portion  of  the  stalk  quite  considerably. 
Detailed  information  on  a  method  for  ascertaining  the 
proper  topping  point  of  sugar  cane  may  be  found  in  a 
report  to  the  Contact  Committee  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League,  July  14,  1933,  entitled:  "The  Use 
of  the  Zeiss  Hand  Refractometer  in  Determining  the 
Maturity  and  in  Determining  the  Proper  Topping 
Point  of  Sugar  Cane." 

Co.  281. — This  variety  continues  to  perform  satis- 
factorily throughout  the  entire  sugar  belt  on  those 
soils  to  which  it  is  adapted.  It  may  now  be  regarded 
as  our  standard  commercial  variety. 

The  excellent  windrowing  qualities  of  Co.  281,  and 
its  keeping  qualities  in  the  windrow,  offer  a  very  good 
safeguard  against  cold  damage  from  early  bud  killing 
freezes.  However,  while  we  regard  Co.  281  as  our 
best  variety  for  windrowing  purposes,  we  have  found 
that  it  does  not  withstand  severe  freezes,  and  should 
be  windrowed  prior  to  such  freezes;  and  when  this 
precaution  is  taken  its  keeping  qualities  are  excellent. 
We  have  found  that  considerable  deterioration  is  liable 
to  occur  in  the  windrowed  cane  when  Co.  281  is  wind- 
rowed  after  having  been  affected  by  very  severe 
freezes. 

Due  to  the  somewhat  later  maturity  of  Co.  281  than 
our  standard  early  maturing  POJ  234  variety,  we  did 
not  feel  justified  in  recommending  the  complete  re- 
placement of  POJ  234  with  Co.  281  for  the  1935  crop. 
However,  now  we  do  feel  justified  in  recommending 
that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  acreage  not  planted 
to  the  early  maturing  high  sucrose  canes,  CP  29-320. 
CP  28-11  and  CP  28-19,  be  planted  to  Co.  281,  where 
necessary,  a  sufficient  acreage  of  POJ  234  being 
planted  to  insure  the  early  starting  of  our  mills  until 
we  haye  increased  our  acreage  of  other  early  maturing 
varieties  to  the  point  where  extensive  plantings  of 
POJ  234  are  no  longer  necessary. 

Where  the  varieties  Co.  290  and  CP  807  are  planted 
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on  an  extensive  commercial  scale,  Co.  281  should  be 
fitted  into  its  proper  place  on  the  best  soils  of  the 
area.  Such  a  condition  obtains  in  St.  Mary,  Vermilion 
and  parts  of  Iberia,  Lafayette  and  St.  Martin  parishes. 
CP  28-11  and  CP  28-19.— CP  28-11  and  CP 
28-19  were  released  for  commercial  cultivation  in  the 
fall  of  1934.  These  varieties  have  consistently  com- 
pared favorably  in  sucrose  analyses  with  the  early 
maturing  POJ  234,  and  have  been  second  in  tonnage 
to  the  high  yielding  varieties,  Co.  290  and  CP  807. 
All  tests  on  these  canes  indicate  that  they  are  commer- 
cially resistant  to  our  prevailing  sugar  cane  diseases. 
The  growth  habits  of  these  canes  have  been  care- 
fully studied.  CP  28-11  plant  cane  is  a  vigorous  ger- 
minator  and  suckers  profusely.  CP  28-19  plant  cane 
acts  in  a  manner  similar  to  Co.  281  but  is  later  in 
suckering,  the  first  or  primary  shoot  growing  to  a  con- 
siderable height  before  any  suckers  appear  at  its  base; 
and  for  this  reason  the  planter  must  be  even  more 
careful  in  handling  the  plant  cane  of  this  variety  than 
he  has  been  in  the  handling  of  the  plant  cane  of  Co. 
281.  The  plant  cane  must  be  allowed  to  sucker,  and 
to  this  end  must  not  be  dirted  too  heavily  until  suffici- 
ent suckering  has  taken  place. 

Inasmuch  as  CP  28-19  responds  to  summer  and 
early  fall  plantings,  we  believe  that  the  variety  should 
be  planted  early  in  order  to  avoid  loss  of  stands 
through  the  dirting  out  of  suckers  early  in  the  culti- 
vating season. 

The  stubble  crops  of  both  CP  28-11  and  CP  28-19 
come  out  early  and  they  are  both  vigorous  stubblers. 
During  the  1934-35  season  CP  28-11  gave  indica- 
tions of  being  very  resistant  to  cold  damage.  Both 
standing  and  windrowed  canes  of  this  variety  were  in 
good  condition  the  beginning  of  January,  when  all 
other  commercial  varieties  were  badly  deteriorated. 
In  certain  areas  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  sugar 
district,  considerable  damage  from  borers  has  been 
noted  in  the  variety  CP  28-11.  Such  damage  has  also 
occurred  in  spots  as  far  up  as  Baton  Rouge. 

CP  29-320. — The  variety  CP  29-320  has  now  been 
thoroughly  tested  out  at  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Experi- 
ment Station.  It  has  also  been  planted  in  all  sections 
of  the  sugar  belt,  both  on  the  Experiment  Station  test 
fields  and  in  increase  plantings.  CP  29-320  has  con- 
sistently been  early  in  maturity  and  high  in  sucrose 
content.  Our  observations  on  the  variety  at  Baton 
Rouge  have  been  that  CP  29-320  is  an  earlier  matur- 
ing cane  than  our  present  standard  early  maturing 
variety  POJ  234. 

The  stubbling  qualities  of  CP  29-320  are  excellent, 
and  the  tonnage  yields  of  plant  cane  and  stubbles  are 
better  than  those  of  Co.  281,  comparing  favorably  with 
Co.  290,  CP  807,  CP  28-11  and  CP  28-19. 

While  we  have  found  that  CP  29-320  is  earlier  in 
maturity  and  reaches  a  relatively  high  sucrose  content, 
it  does  not  equal  the  sucrose  content  of  the  variety 
CP  28-19  during  the  latter  part  of  the  grinding  season. 
In  some  localities  there  has  been  a  tendency  towards 
considerable  borer  damage  in  this  variety;  therefore, 
planters  should  observe  closely  the  effect  of  borers  on 
the  cane  so  that  they  may  ascertain  what  damage  may 
be  expected  from  this  source. 

With  the  new  varieties,  Co.  281,  CP  807,  Co.  290, 
CP  28-11  and  CP  28-19,  now  under  commercial  culti- 
vation, and  the  variety  CP  29-320  whose  record  of 
performance  justifies  its  release  this  fall,  we  now  have 


canes  adapted  to  each  area  of  the  sugar  district.  These 
canes  have  performed  so  well  as  stubblers  that  planters 
are  justified  in  keeping  stubble  crops  for  a  longer 
period  than  has  been  customary  with  the  POJ  canes. 
Extensive  plantings  of  the  early  maturing,  high  su- 
crose variety,  POJ  234,  which  has  through  necessity 
been  our  standard  field  cane  for  the  past  few  years, 
are  no  longer  necessary. 

Louisiana  is  now  in  a  very  strong  position  in  regard 
to  sugar  cane  varieties,  a  stronger  position  than  it  has 
ever  held  since  the  history  of  our  sugar  industry.  The 
POJ  canes  have  served  the  purpose  for  which  they 
were  intended — a  stop  loss  to  maintain  the  sugar  in- 
dustry of  Louisiana  until  satisfactory  varieties  could 
be  found  or  produced.  Such  varieties  are  now  under 
commercial  cultivation. 

We  are  not  yet  satisfied  that  the  proper  sugar  cane 
varieties  best  suited  to  the  Louisiana  sugar  cane  dis- 
trict are  now  under  commercial  cultivation.  Remarka- 
ble progress,  however,  has  been  made  in  that  direction. 

If  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  were  entirely  de- 
pendent upon  the  POJ  canes,  it  would  today  be  slid- 
ing backwards  instead  of  going  forward;  instead  of 
the  increased  yields  of  cane  and  sugar  per  acre  that  we 
may  expect  to  obtain  in  the  future,  we  could  expect  to 
obtain  lesser  yields  of  cane  and  sugar  per  acre  as  the 
years  went  by. 

Pipes  Committee  Goes  to 
Washington 

Mr.  David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  Chairman  of  the  Louisiana 
Sugar  Cane  Farmers  Committee,  left  New  Orleans  at 
9:45  P.M.  Tuesday,  July  9th,  with  eleven  members  of 
his  committee  to  keep  an  appointment  with  Hon. 
Henry  A.  Wallace,  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  at  10 
o'clock  Thursday  morning  in  Washington.  Mr.  Pipes 
called  on  the  Secretary  to  urge  upon  him  the  neces- 
sity for  an  increase  in  the  Louisiana  sugar  quota  to 
take  care  of  the  thousands  of  small  cane  farmers  who 
are  finding  it  impossible  to  make  a  decent  living  in 
Louisiana  under  the  present  curtailed  production. 

For  information  concerning  what  was  accomplished 
by  Mr.  Pipes  and  his  eleven  committeemen  read  your 
August  1st  Sugar  Bulletin. 

Another  Satisfied  Reader 

Dr.  W.  E.  Kittredge  writes  us  the  following  letter 
regarding  the  front  page  editorial  appearing  in  the 
June  15th  issue  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin.  The  article 
was  written  by  Mr.  Reginald  Dykers,  Vice-President 
and  General  Manager  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League,  who  is  also  editor  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin. 
"Sugar  Bulletin, 
"Dear  Sirs: — 

"Just  received  my  June  15th  issue,  and  read  'Move 
Slowly  and  Carefully.'  Sorry  I  do  not  know  who  wrote 
it,  for  it  is  as  clear,  concise,  pregnant  and  complete  a 
summing  up  of  a  big  subject  as  I  ever  read. 

"It  not  only  leaves  nothing  to  be  said  on  either  side, 
but  far  more  important,  it  leaves  no  rankling  desire  to 
say  anything.  I  am  on  our  adjustment  committee  and 
have  naturally  had  to  handle  that  subject  quite  often 
from  both  ends,  and  at  times  from  the  middle — and  so 
I  am  qualified  to  appreciate  fully  your  master  han- 
dling of  it."         Sincerely,  W.  E.  Kittredge" 
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A  Meeting  at  Baton  Rouge 

Dr.  John  E.  Dalton,  head  of  the  Sugar  Section  of 
the  AAA,  held  a  meeting  at  the  Louisiana  State  Uni- 
versity in  Baton  Rouge,  Saturday,  July  6th,  the  pur- 
pose of  which  was  to  discuss  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane 
Purchase  Contract  and  to  assist  the  AAA  in  arriving  at 
a  "fair  exchange  value"  for  sugar  cane.  Dr.  Dalton 
was  assisted  at  the  meeting  by  Dr.  F.  Black  of  the 
Legal  Section  of  the  AAA,  who  presided,  Mr.  Charles 
W.  Nicholson,  Statistician  for  the  Sugar  Section,  Mr. 
Edward  Coleman,  who  is  working  on  the  administra- 
tive features  of  the  Louisiana  contract,  and  Mr.  Mar- 
cel J.  Voorhies,  Chairman  of  the  Grower-Processor 
Committee  and  representative  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  Louisiana. 

The  meeting  lasted  from  ten  o'clock  in  the  morning 
until  2:30  in  the  afternoon.  It  was  a  harmonious  gath- 
ering and  nothing  occurred  that  would  indicate  any 
serious  friction  among  the  buyers  and  sellers  of  sugar 
cane  under  the  contract  in  general  use  in  Louisiana  in 
1934.  Nothing  was  brought  out  at  the  meeting  that 
threw  any  light  on  the  attitude  of  the  Government 
concerning  a  "fair  exchange  value"  for  sugar  cane  in 
Louisiana  and  no  conclusions  were  reached  on  anv  of 
the  problems   involved. 

Lack  of  space  makes  it  impossible  to  print  a  detailed 
account  of  the  meeting  in  this  issue  of  The  Sugar 
Bulletin.  

Second  Benefit  Payment  in  Six 
Weeks 

From  the  following  remarks  of  Dr.  John  E.  Dalton, 
head  of  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  A.  A.  A.,  made  at  the 
meeting  in  Baton  Rouge  July  6th,  there  appears  to  be 
some  hope  that  the  Louisiana  cane  farmers  will  receive 
their  second  benefit  payment  checks  before  the  too 
familiar  wolf  actually  crashes  down  the  door.  In 
discussing  benefit  payments  Dr.  Dalton  said: 

"I  want  to  make  another  statement;  you  may  or 
may  not  believe  it.  The  first  benefit  payment  was 
made  in  Louisiana  in  the  all-time  record  shortness  of 
time.  I  repeat — the  first  checks  under  the  Louisiana 
cane  contract  were  given  out  in  record  time,  faster 
than  for  any  other  commodity.  That  again  is  due  to 
the  work  of  the  Extension  Department  and  Mr.  Voor- 
hies and  to  the  taking  of  the  intelligent  responsibility 
that  you  have  assumed. 

"I  want  to  make  a  third  point.  Your  second  benefit 
checks  for  1934  will  be  received  in  Louisiana  within 
the  next  six  weeks  and  those  second  checks  will  be  the 
first  second  checks  that  have  come  out  for  sugar.  The 
beet  people  have  not  received  their  second  checks. 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  have  not  received  their  sec- 
ond checks  and  I  regret  to  say  we  have  not  put  one 
cent  in  Puerto  Rico  although  we  have  been  working  on 
it  for  fourteen  months.  I  think  you  should  have  had 
your  money  sooner,  but  if  you  had  had  the  responsi- 
bility we  have  had  of  drafting  seven  benefit  programs 
for  seven  areas,  to  be  translated  into  about  fifteen 
languages,  under  which  there  would  be  200,000  ten- 
ants protected  in  those  few  areas,  and  under  which  a 
quota  system  was  to  be  put  into  effect  under  which 
400.000  tons  of  Philippine  sugar  was  to  be  destroyed. 
200.000  tons  of  Puerto  Rico  sugar  was  to  be  destroyed 
— if  you  had  the  difficulties  we  have  had  in  Washing- 


ton— I  know  you  would  not  be  happy  but  at  least  your 
condemnation  would  be  tempered.  We  are  going  to 
get  your  second  checks  out  within  six  weeks.  With 
that  second  check  there  will  be  another  check  for  1935 
amounting  to  more  than  50  cents  a  ton.  Although  you 
have  had  to  wait  a  long  time  you  will  have  a  check  to 
cover  your  second  1934  payments  and  your  first  check 
for  1935  and  we  will  do  everything  we  can  to  expedite 
your  second  1935  payment  when  it  is  due." 

Molasses  from  Surplus  Sugar  Cane 
Exempted  from  Processing  Tax 

(Release  by  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration) 

Molasses  and  sirup  made  from  sugar  cane  that  is 
surplus  under  sugar  cane  adjustment  contracts  has 
been  exempted  from  payment  of  the  processing  tax,  if 
these  products  are  used  for  livestock  feedstuffs  or  for 
distillation,  the  sugar  section  of  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Administration   recently   announced. 

The  exemption  under  Sugar  Regulations,  Series  1, 
No.  2,  approved  June  3,  applies  mainly  to  Puerto 
Rico  and  to  the  Philippines.  In  both  areas,  adminis- 
trative rulings  on  the  production  adjustment  contracts 
provide  that  sugar  cane  in  excess  of  that  needed  to 
produce  the  sugar  quotas  for  the  area  may  be  ground 
into  molasses  or  sirup  for  shipment  to  the  United 
States  to  be  used  for  livestock  feedstuffs  or  distillation 
purposes. 

The  text  of  the  regulation  is  as  follows: 

Lmited  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
Office  of  the  Secretarv 

'  June  3,  1935. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  by  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act, 
approved  May  12,  1933,  as  amended,  I,  H.  A.  Wallace, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  do  make,  prescribe,  publish 
and  give  notice  of  these  regulations  (being  a  revision 
and  supplementation  of  Sugar  Regulations,  Series  1, 
No.  1,  and  to  the  extent  of  such  revision  and  supple- 
mentation, but  not  otherwise  superseding  said  regu- 
lations) with  the  force  and  effect  of  law,  to  be  in  force 
and  effect  until  amended,  or  superseded  by  regulations 
hereafter  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  with 
the  approval  of  the  President,  under  said  Act. 
EXEMPTION 

In  my  judgment,  the  payment  of  the  processing  tax 
upon  the  processing  of  sugar  cane  by  or  for  the  pro- 
ducer thereof  for  sale  by  him,  where  such  processing 
has  been  prescribed,  directed  or  permitted  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  under  the  provisions  of  any 
Sugar  Cane  Production  Adjustment  Contract  and 
where  such  processing  results  in  sirup  or  molasses  for 
use,  and  which  shall  be  used,  for  animal  feed  or  for 
distillation  purposes,  is  unnecessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Act.  Accordingly,  I  do  hereby 
exempt  from  the  payment  of  the  processing  tax  the 
processing  of  sugar  cane  by  or  for  the  producer  there- 
of for  sale  by  him,  where  such  processing  has  been 
prescribed,  directed  or  permitted  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  under  the  provisions  of  any  Sugar  Cane 
Production  Adjustment  Contract  and  where  such  pro- 
cessing results  in  sirup  or  molasses  for  use,  and  which 
shall  be  used  for  animal  feed  or  for  distillation  pur- 
poses. 

The  foreoing  exemption  shall  take  effect  as  of  Tune 
3,  1935. 
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IN  TESTIMONY  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  caused  the  official  seal  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  to  be  affixed  in  the  City  of  Wash- 
ington this  1st  day  of  June,  1935. 

(s)    H.  A.  Wallace,  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Noted  Chemist  Prefers  Research 
to  Administration 

(Official  Release,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture) 
Dr.  C.  A.  Browne,  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Chemistry  and  Soils,  at  his  own  request  terminated 
his  administrative  duties  in  that  capacity  on  July  1,  in 
order  to  devote  his  whole  time  to  the  supervision  of 
the  chemical  research  work  of  the  Bureau  and  to  the 
preparation  of  articles  and  bulletins  upon  various  un- 
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JUMONVILLE  MOTOR  COMPANY 


INC. 


PLAQUEMINE,  LOUISIANA 
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DON'T   WANT  Machinery  DO  WANT 

Cane  Derricks  and  Horse-Power  Hoists 

Steam    Boilers,    Boiler   Tubes,    Boiler   Shells, 
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published  chemical  investigations. 

The  change  which  Doctor  Browne  has  requested 
from  executive  to  research  work  will  permit  him  to 
devote  himself  to  special  studies  along  highly  technical 
lines  and  to  the  preparation  for  publication  of  a  great 
amount  of  data  which  he  has  gathered  while  Chief  of 
the  former  Bureau  of  Chemistry  and  Assistant  Chief 
of  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  and  Soils. 

Doctor  Browne,  after  receiving  his  Ph.D.  from  the 
University  of  Gottingen,  Germany,  in  1901,  was  a  re- 
search chemist,  first  at  the  Pennsylvania,  then  at  the 
Louisiana  Experiment  Station.  He  then  entered  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  as  Chief  of 
the  Sugar  Laboratory  of  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry. 
In  1907  he  organized  and  took  charge  of  the  New  York 
Sugar  Trade  Laboratory.  After  a  number  of  years  in 
commercial  chemistry,  Doctor  Browne  was  invited  in 
1923  to  return  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  as 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry. 

Dr.  W.  W.  Skinner  will  succeed  Doctor  Browne  as 
Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau.  Doctor  Skinner  holds 
the  degrees  of  B.Sc.  and  D.Sc.  from  the  University  of 
Maryland,  and  M.Sc.  from  George  Washington  Uni- 
versity. He  was  Assistant  Chemist  of  the  University 
of  Maryland  for  four  years  and  Associate  Chemist  for 
five  years  at  the  Arizona  Agricultural  Experiment  Sta- 
tion. He  entered  the  Department  of  Agriculture  as 
Food  Inspection  Chemist  of  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry. 
He  was  Chief  of  the  Water  Laboratory  from  1914  to 
1921  and  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry 
from  1921  to  1927.  Since  the  consolidation  of  bureaus 
in  1927,  Doctor  Skinner  has  been  Assistant  Chief  of 
Chemical  and  Technological  Research  of  the  Bureau 
of  Chemistry  and  Soils. 

Philippine  Sugar  Entries  Will  Be 
Checked  AgainrtShipping  Permits 

(Release  by  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration) 
Beginning  June  15,  Philippine  sugar  entering  the 
United  States  against  the  1935  quota  under  permits 
issued  by  the  Governor-General  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  shall  be  weighed  and  tested  for  polarization 
by  collectors  of  customs,  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration  announced.  Instructions  to  this  effect 
have  been  transmitted  to  all  collectors  of  customs  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs  in  Washington.  The 
polariscopic  tests  indicate  the  sugar  content  of  the  raw 
sugar. 
This   plan  of  operation  has  been  found  necessary 


Reserve  Refinery 
Reserve,,  La. 


Raceland  Factory 
Raceland,  La. 


GODCHAUX  SUGARS,  Inc. 

Producers  and  Refiners       Domestic  and  Foreign  Sugars 


MAIN    OFFICE 

10th  Floor 

Masonic  Temple  Bldg. 

New    Orleans,    La. 


Godchaux's  Sugars  and  Syrups 


July  15,  1935 

because  adequate  weighing  and  testing  facilities  are 
lot  available  at  all  Philippine  shipping  points.  As  a 
■esult  outturn  weights  and  polarization  of  the  sugars 
entering  the  United  States  under  the  Governor  Gen- 
eral's permits  may  be  in  excess  of  the  amount  of  96- 
iegree  sugar  authorized  for  entry  into  Continental 
United  States  under  the  provisions  of  the  Jones-Costi- 
»an  Act  and  the  interests  of  some  producers  would  be 
eopardized  to  the  advantage  of  other  producers. 

Any  excess  sugar  in  shipments  over  and  above  the 
quantity  provided  for  in  the  permit  will  be  held  in 
:ustoms  custody  and  control.  The  owner  or  consignees 
}f  the  excess  sugar  so  entered  should  request  the 
3overnor  General  of  the  Philippine  Islands  to  furnish 
die  Sugar  Section  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Ad- 
ministration with  a  supplementary  permit  covering  the 
entry  of  the  excess   sugar  held  in   customs   custody. 

Conversion  factors  on  pages  6  and  7  of  Sugar  Regu- 
ations,  Series  1,  No.  1,  issued  February  19,  1935,  will 
De  used  in  converting  sugar  to  96-degree  basis. 

A  tolerance  over  and  above  the  quantity  of  sugar 
:overed  by  the  Governor  General's  permit  will  be 
allowed  up  to  ^4  of  1  per  cent,  of  the  weight  desig- 
lated  in  the  Governor  General's  permit.  If  the  excess 
s  more  than  *4  of  1  per  cent,  against  any  permit,  then 
no  tolerance  will  be  allowed. 

Since  Treasury  regulations  require  a  redelivery  bond 
for  Philippine  sugar,  the  entire  consignment  of  sugar 
nay  be  released  to  the  consignee  or  owner  after  hav- 
ng  been  weighed  by  the  collector  and  before  a  polar- 
scop'ic  test  is  completed,  but  the  consignee  or  owner 
mould  keep  available  for  redelivery  under  bond,  if 
required,  a  quantity  of  sugar  sufficient  to  cover  the 
excess  quantities. 
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REPAIRERS    AND    MANUFACTURERS 
OF   SUGAR   MACHINERY 

INDUSTRIAL  SUPPLIES 


1935  MODEL  FORDSON  No.  30 

As  much  an  improvement  as  the  V-8  Ford  is  over  the  Model  "T" 
SPECIFICATIONS 


30  H.  P.  Motor 
Fuel:  Furnace 
or  tractor  fuel. 


oil,    distillate 


Easy  Starting:  Bosch  Magneto 
outside  type.  Water  circulating 
pump  and  oil  filter. 

Furnished  with  spade  lugs  or 
rubber  tired  wheels. 

All  types  of  Agricultural 
equipment    for   use   with 
tractor  available. 


Price  F.  O.B.  New  Orleans  (with  spade  lugs)  $765.00 

NEW  ORLEANS  EQUIPMENT  COMPANY 


NEW  ORLEANS 
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STAUFFER,  ESHLEMAN  &  GO.,  LTD. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Wholesale  Hardware 
AGRICULTURAL  IMPLEMENTS 
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Implements  and  Studebaker  Cane  Gears 


FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 
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HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 
SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 

SUGAR  FUTURES 


American  Bank  Bldg. 


New  Orleans,  La. 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  St.       NEW  ORLEANS,  U- S.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign  and  Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201  Nola  Building— 407  Carondelet  St. 
Phone  MAin  0996  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 


PENIGK  &  FORD  SALES  COMPANY,  INC. 

Canal  Bank  Building 
NEW   ORLEANS 

BUYERS     OF     ALL     GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW   ORLEANS,  LA. 
Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,   Fittings 

ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 

Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 

Phone   MAin  3481 

NEW  ORLEANS 


AERO 

CYANAMID 


AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 

30  Rockefeller  Plaza  New  York 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES  CO. 
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C.  P.  29-320  To  Be  Released 

In  accordance  with  established  procedure,  the  three  cooperating 
agencies  which  are  working  together  in  the  development  of  improved 
sugar  cane  varieties  for  Louisiana,  viz.,  the  Division  of  Sugar  Plant 
Investigations  of  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  United  States  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  the  Louisiana  State  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station  and  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.  S.  A.,  Inc., 
have  jointly  approved  the  release  of  C.  P.  29-320  for  commercial 
planting  in  the  fall'  of  1935. 

The  results  of  experiments  conducted  on  this  variety  show  it  to 
be  satisfactorily  resistant,  at  the  present  time,  to  mosaic  disease.  It  is 
moderately  susceptible  to  red  rot,  but  so  far  this  disease  has  not 
caused  any  losses  of  importance.  Because  of  this  susceptibility  eco- 
nomic losses  under  conditions  favoring  the  disease  are  a  possibility 
and  pending  more  definite  information  on  red  rot  in  the  variety,  rapid 
extension  to  large  acreages,  especially  where  it  would  displace  C.  P. 
28/19,  should  be  avoided. 

C.  P.  29/320  is  an  early  maturing  variety,  equaling  or  possibly 
exceeding  C.  P.  28/11  and  C.  P.  28/19  in  this  respect,  and  in  numerous 
plant  cane  and  ratoon  tests  it  has  frequently  given  yields  of  cane  and 
sugar  per  acre  equaling  those  from  the  better  varieties  now  in  com- 
mercial culture.  Like  one  of  its  parent  canes,  Co.  281,  it  is  most  suit- 
able for  planting  on  the  lighter  type  rich  soils.  It  is  not  recommended 
for  planting  on  black  lands,  especially  those  which  are  poorly  drained. 

E.  W.  BRANDES, 

PRINCIPAL     PATHOLOGIST     IN     CHARGE, 

DIVISION    OF    SUGAR    PLANT    INVESTIGATIONS,     U.     S.     DEPT.     OF    AGRICULTURE. 

C.  T.  DOWELL, 

DIRECTOR    OF    EXPERIMENT    STATIONS,     STATE    OF    LOUISIANA. 

R.  H.  CHADWICK, 

PRESIDENT,     AMERICAN     SUGAR     CANE     LEAGUE. 
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The  Effort  to  Secure  a  Larger  Quota 

The  group  of  farmers  comprising  what  is  popular- 
ly known  as  the  Pipes  Committee,  because  its  crea- 
ation  was  brought  about  largely  through  the  efforts 
of  Mr.  David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  has  been  to  Washing- 
ton and  returned.  The  committee  is  composed  of 
Messrs.  E.  J.  Waguespack,  Bronier  Thibaut,  Henry 
W.  Frith,  Sam  Anzelmo,  George  Germany,  J.  Grover 
LeBlanc,  Leo  Judice,  0.  J.  Mire,  A.  J.  Schexnay- 
der,  H.  K.  Bubenzer,  Allen  Wartell,  Oscar  Reynaud, 
George  Lasseigne,  M.  J.  Goudeau,  Ubald  Melancon, 
W.  F.  Giles,  Julius  Dupont,  W.  J.  Kuehling,  M.  J. 
Kahao,  Jr.,  Frank  M.  Bacque  and  its  Chairman 
David  W.  Pipes,  Jr. 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Pipes,  appropriated  $1500  toward  the  ex- 
pense incurred  in  getting  this  Committee  to  Wash- 
ington and  the  Washington  Committee  of  the  League, 
composed  of  Mr.  C.  D.  Kemper,  Mr.  Frank  L.  Bar- 
ker, Mr.  C.  J.  Bourg  and  Mr.  R.  H.  Chadwick 
(ex-officio)  did  everything  possible  to  aid  and  en- 
courage and  assist  them.  The  amenities  thus  dis- 
played speak  volumes  for  the  fine  esprit  de  corps 
existing  in  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry,  inasmuch 
as  Mr.  Pipes,  speaking  of  course  for  his  Committee, 
was  quite  frank  in  saying  that  he  believed  the  Com- 
mittee of  farmers  headed  by  him  might  accomplish 
things    that    the    League's    Washington    Committee, 


which  has  worked  very  hard  indeed  during  the  past 
two  years,  has  not  been  able  to  achieve,  chief  among 
these  being  the  allotment  of  a  larger  sugar  quota  to 
Louisiana  so  that  more  cane  might  be  grown  in 
this  State  and  a  means  of  livelihood  thus  provided 
for  more  people.  Mr.  Pipes  contends  that  the  in- 
crease should  reach  30,000  to  40,000  tons  and  be 
available  this  summer  to  do  any  material  good.  This 
praiseworthy  purpose  was  universally  acclaimed,  and 
the  gentlemen  comprising  the  Pipes  Committee  went 
to  Washington  with  everybody's  encouragement  and 
good  wishes,  and  especially  with  the  encouragement 
and  good  wishes  of  the  League's  Washington  Com- 
mittee. 

Obviously  there  is  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  what 
the  members  of  Mr.  Pipes'  Committee  may  bring  to 
pass,  especially  as  their  chief  objective  is  an  in- 
creased quota  for  Louisiana,  which  is  something  all 
other  committees  have  failed  to  secure. 

When  the  Committee  returned  from  Washington 
its  Chairman,  Mr.  Pipes,  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  C.  D. 
Kemper  relating  what  happened  at  the  capital.  We 
are  sure  this  letter  was  not  intended  as  confidential 
and  as  it  is  the  only  detailed  report  we  have  we 
quote,  with  Mr.  Kemper's  permission,  the  parts  of 
it  that  include  no  personal  touch,  as  follows,  for  the 
information  of  the  members  of  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League: 

"Pressure  of  work  prevented  my  giving  you  sooner  a 
resume  of  activities  of  the  Cane  Growers'  Committee  and 
the  impression  I  gained  from  them.  Impressions  are  given 
as  I  see  them  with  no  claim  to  infallibility. 

"To  begin  with  at  the  hearing  with  Dr.  Dalton  in  New 
Orleans  he  intimated  that  only  a  small  additional  quota 
might  be  allocated  to  Louisiana  due  to  danger  of  dis- 
rupting the  general  program,  but  some  intimation  was 
also  made  that  Louisiana  quota  might  be  materially  in- 
creased if  benefit  payments  could  be  reduced.  This  was 
inconsistent,  although  we  did  not  press  the  point.  There 
was  a  further  intimation  that  the  present  processing 
contract  was  not  satisfactory.  Our  committee  arguments 
were,  as  per  plan,  outlined  consistently  for  increased 
quota. 

"Secretary  Wallace,  at  our  request,  supplemented  by 
our  Congressmen  Sandlin,  Montet,  Sanders  and  Dear,  gave 
us  a  hearing  on  July  11th.  The  Congressmen  and  about 
fourteen  of  our  committee  and  Clarence  Bourg  attended. 
I  presented  the  committee  request,  closely  following  the 
outline  of  our  brief  and  asking  relief  from  him  under 
Section  C,  pointing  out  possibility  of  using  Section  D  and 
stating  that  the  situation  for  many  growers  was  suffici- 
ently bad  to  even  warrant  supplementary  use  of  Presi- 
dential power.  Wallace  heard  me  through  with  little  in- 
terruption, although  with  some  show  of  interest.  At  con- 
clusion he  stated  it  would  have  to  be  an  air-tight  case 
to  warrant  his  changing  present  quotas  in  any  degree. 
He  did  not  deny,  however,  his  discretionary  power.  We 
assured  him  Louisiana  had  an  air-tight  case,  and  again 
requested  thorough  and  speedy  investigation  to  prove  it. 
He  thereupon  volunteered  that  he  would  be  glad  to  have 
our  Committee  take  details  up  further  with  Messrs.  Ches- 
ter Davis,  Administrator  AAA;  Dr.  J.  B.  Hutson  and 
Under-Secretary    Tugwell. 

"We  next  went  in  a  body  to  the  White  House  and  left 
copy  of  our  brief  for  the  President  with  Secretary  Mc- 
Intyre. 

"Congressman  Montet  aided  us  in  securing  a  hearing 
before  Dr.  Hutson  who  is  Dr.  Dalton's  chief.  We  ap- 
pointed a  sub-committee,  Bacque,  Giles  and  the  writer. 
Dr.  Hutson  summoned  to  the  conference  most  of  the 
Sugar  Section  Staff.  We  had  a  very  lengthy  interview. 
All  of  the  Staff  intimated  that  they  were  desirous  of 
giving  real  relief,  but  that  any  material  increase  in  quota 
would  seriously  disrupt  the  general  sugar  program;  that 
payments  made  Louisiana  growers  were  comparatively 
very  high;  they  asked  what  about  reallocating;  that  in- 
creased quotas  might  be  considered  if  benefit  payments 
might  be  lowered.    Dr.  Hutson  seemed  a  very  able  man  of 
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considerable  practical  experience.  Again  we  stoutly  main- 
tained that  the  proper  solution  was  an  increase  of  quota 
and  that  any  increase  should  be  first  allocated  to  the 
smallest  growers  to  bring  them  to  the  point  where  they 
might  make  a  living  and  a  small  profit  from  their  opera- 
tions. We  left  the  conference  believing  the  Administra- 
tion would  eventually  volunteer  a  small  increase  in  quota. 
We  frankly  told  them  the  increase  would  have  to  reach 
thirty  to  forty  thousand  tons  and  be  available  this  sum- 
mer in  order  to  do  any  material  good,  but  any  increase 
however  small  would   be   welcome   and   beneficial. 

"At  Hutson's  request  and  as  Mr.  Davis  was  heavily 
involved  with  the  AAA  Amendment  we  stayed  away  from 
him.  Secretary  Tugwell  gave  us  a  hearing  with  our  full 
committee  present,  also  Montet  and  Bourg.  Tugwell  sug- 
gested that  we  confer  and  work  with  his  Louisiana  divi- 
sion of  Resettlement  and  Rehabilitation,  and  if  a  program 
could  be  devised  without  AAA  conflict,  he  would  welcome 
it.  This  we  agreed  to  do.  Montet  and  Bourg  thought 
Tugwell  showed   rather  unusual  interest. 

"Dr.  Hutson  had  previously  told  us  he  would  be  glad 
to  have  another  session.  This  was  held,  extending  over 
several  hours  again  with  most  of  the  Sugar  Section  Staff 
present.  We  pointed  out  that  there  seemed  a  fair  chance 
of  1935  sugar  consumption  increase,  also  that  beet  pro- 
duction probably  would  not  reach  quota.  As  Louisiana 
planted  in  the  fall,  it  should  be  only  fair  to  allow  us  to 
anticipate  somewhat,  and  as  our  needs  justifiably  war- 
ranted increase  in  quota,  the  situation  might  be  reason- 
ably and  legally  covered  by  permitting  Louisiana  an  in- 
crease carry-over  of  sugar.  Clarence  Bourg,  at  our  re- 
quest had  drawn  a  written  clear  memo  on  this  point, 
which  we  submitted  (am  sorry  I  haven't  copy  of  this  with 
me,  but   it  can  be   secured    from    him). 

"As  Dr.  Dalton  was  in  the  West,  we  knew  there  would 
be  no  definite  answer  until  his  return,  and  we  did  not 
press  for  it.  Our  Congressmen  and  Clarence  Bourg  seemed 
to,  think  our  Committee  made  on  the  whole  quite  a  worth 
while  presentation  of  the  Louisiana  case  to  the  Adminis- 
tration. Our  sub-committee  is  prepared  and  intends  to 
follow    up    after    Dalton's    return." 

Mr.  Pipes  thus  summarizes  what  has  taken  place 
in  the  direction  of  getting  a  larger  quota,  so  far  as 
the  work  of  his  committee  is  concerned.  On  July  23rd 
Senator  Huey  P.  Long  attempted  to  include  in  the 
amendments  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  a 
provision  to  increase  the  quota  of  cane  sugar  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States  to  425,000  tons.  Accord- 
ing to  the  New  Orleans  Times-Picayune  his  proposed 
amendment  was  "shouted  down"  in  the  Senate.  The 
following  is  given  as  Senator  Long's  statement  when 
he  offered  the  amendment: 

"Mr.  President,  I  hope  there  will  be  no  objection  to  the 
amendment  I  have  offered.  It  merely  provides  that  there 
shall  be  no  restriction  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill 
which  will  cut  the  annual  production  of  cane  for  the 
manufacture  of  sugar  below  425,000  tons.  We,  ourselves, 
raised  that  much  sugar  cane  in  Louisiana  at  one  time 
during  a  fairly  normal  year.  Since  that  time  Florida  and 
Texas  have  been  producing  cane  to  a  limited  extent.  As 
the  Senate  knows,  we  raise  much  less  sugar  cane  than  the, 
country  needs.  We  do  not  raise  anything  like  the  crops 
of  sugar  cane  which  America  consumes.  We  import  a 
great  deal  more  than  we  produce.  However,  the  develop- 
ment of  sugar  cane  through  our  experiments,  particularly 
those  conducted  at  the  Louisiana  State  University,  is  mak- 
ing it  possible  for  America  to  raise  a  great  deal  more 
sugar  cane  and  to  satisfy  more  of  the  sugar  demand  of 
this  country. 

"There  is  practically  no  difference  at  all  between  the 
amount  I  am  asking  for  in  my  amendment  and  what  was 
formerly  produced  in  Louisiana  alone  in  a  normal  year. 
Of  course,  if  I  were  looking  at  this  matter  in  the  light 
that  we  might  some  day  have  to  dispose  of  the  prob- 
lem of  American  investments  in  sugar  production  in 
other  countries,  my  attitude  might  be  different;  but  I 
hope  the  Senate  is  looking  after  American  institutions 
at  this  time.  This  amendment  would  not  interfere  with 
anything  which  is  produced  in  America.  It  would  simply 
allow  us  to  raise  425,000  tons  of  American  cane  sugar. 
Also,  Mr.  President,  without  any  doubt  the  beet-sugar 
producers  in  time   to  come   are  going  to  show  that  there 


is  no  justification  for  such  restrictions  as  have  probably 
been  imposed  upon  the  beet-sugar  industry  of  this  coun- 
try. 

"As  I  understand  this  bill,  it  does  not  intend  to  re- 
strict the  crop  production  when  we  do  not  raise  enough 
in  our  country  to  supply  our  needs,  and  we  do  not  have 
anything  like  the  production  of  sugar  cane  which  this 
country  needs.  It  is  well  within  the  possibilities  that  in 
the  next  few  years  we  can  produce  sufficient  sugar  in 
America  to  supply  the  American  market;  and  I  hope  all 
Members    of    the    Senate    would    like    to    see    that    happen. 

"If  it  be  found  in  the  conference  between  the  Senate 
and  the  House,  that  the  amendment  I  am  offering  re- 
quires modification  in  order  to  comply  with  any  action 
taken  by  the  House  I,  of  course,  should  expect  the  con- 
ferees to  take  notice  of  that  fact;  but  for  the  present  I 
hope  the  Senate  will  let  the  amendment  be  adopted,  and 
allow  the  three  States  I  have  named  to  produce  as  much 
sugar  from  the  cane  they  grow  as  the  one  State  of  Lou- 
isiana formerly  produced.  We  are  trying  to  bring  our- 
selves back  to  the  condition  which  existed  during  1913  and 
1914,  and  around  that  time;  and  if  we  will  look  back  far 
enough  we  will  find  that  during  those  years  our  State 
produced  nearly  as  much  cane  as  I  now  ask  the  Senate 
to  agree  shall  be  the  limit  below  which  the  provisions  of 
the  pending  bill  shall  not  be  effective." 

Convention  of  Louisiana  Farm 
Bureau  Federation 

The  thirteenth  annual  convention  of  the  Louisi- 
ana Farm  Bureau  Federation  will  convene  at  the 
Louisiana  State  University,  at  10:00  o'clock  A.  M. 
on  August  12th  and  remain  in  session  for  two  days. 
The  major  portion  of  the  convention's  time  will 
be  devoted  to  a  members'  meeting.  In  this  an- 
nual meeting  of  members  every  member  in  good 
standing  has  full  right  of  discussion  and  voting.  It 
is  not  necessary  at  all  that  anyone  should  refrain 
from  taking  part  in  this  members'  meeting.  Every- 
one is  on  an  equal  footing  with  everyone  else  until 
the  Board  of  Directors  is  elected. 

On  September  10,  1934,  a  conference  was  called 
at  the  University  embracing  all  the  major  agricul- 
tural organizations  in  the  state.  This  meeting  was 
well  attended  and  the  conclusion  of  the  conference 
was  that  the  Louisiana  Farm  Bureau  Federation, 
as  a  state  wide  farmers'  organization,  should  act  as 
a  clearing  house  for  all  of  the  special  agricultural 
organizations. 

A  committee  was  appointed  by  the  conference  to 
make  recommendations  to  the  Federation  regarding 
its  set-up  so  that  perfect  coordination  and  coopera- 
tion could  be  obtained.  The  Federation  is  anxious 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  that  commit- 
tee and  amendments  to  the  Constitution  and  By- 
Laws  of  the  Federation  will  be  submitted  at  the 
coming   annual   convention. 

The  officials  of  the  Federation  also  are  anxious 
to  have  adequate  attendance  from  each  of  the  spe- 
cial farmers  organizations.  A  general  invitation  is 
extended,  through  this  notice,  to  the  members  of  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  to  attend  the  annual 
convention  of  the  Federation.  Ample  time  will  be 
given  to  full  discussion  of  all  topics.  The  Louisiana 
Farm  Bureau  Federation  feels  that  each  organiza- 
tion should  get  acquainted  with  every  other  organ- 
ization for  mutual  aid  and  protection. 

The  enthusiastic  support  of  all  the  members  of  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  is  requested  in  this 
effort  to  bring  together  and  weld  into  a  coordinated 
body   all   the   agricultural   organizations   of  the   state. 
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Control  of  the  Sugar  Cane  Beetle 

By  J.  W.  Ingram,  E.  K.  Bynum,  and  W.  A.  Douglas, 

Bureau  of  Entomology   and  Plant  Quarantine, 

United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 

The  sugar  cane  beetle  (Euetheola  rugiceps  Lee.) 
causes  losses  every  spring  by  gnawing  the  young 
cane  plants  just  below  the  surface  of  the  ground.  The 
growing  point  is  usually  killed,  and  often  the  plant 
fails  to  sucker  out.  A  single  beetle  has  killed  as 
many    as    19    plants. 

These  spring  beetles  lay  eggs  in  the  ground  and 
from  them  hatch  larvae  resembling  white  grubs.  In 
July,  August,  and  September,  the  grubs  turn  into 
adult  beetles.  These  newly  emerged  beetles  feed  to 
some  extent  on  cane  stalks  in  the  months  mentioned 
and  cause  some  injury  directly,  but  more  by  furnish- 
in?  wounds  for  the  entrance  of  red  rot.  They  over- 
winter as  adults  and  attack  young  cane  plants  the 
following  spring. 

Spring  loss  from  beetle  injury  to  sugar  cane  in 
Louisiana  was  estimated  at  25,000  tons  of  cane  in 
1933.  In  1934  the  loss  was  from  40  to  50  per  cent 
less  than  during  the  preceding  three  years.  This  re- 
duction in  loss  was  partly  due  to  a  heavier  rainfall  at 
the  time  of  beetle  injury,  stimulating:  growth  and 
thus  enabling  the  plants  to  more  quickly  attain  such 
a  size  that  they  would  not  be  killed  by  beetle  feed- 
ing. The  reduction  was  also  partly  the  result  of 
larger  plantings,  in  areas  subject  to  heavy  beetle  in- 
jury, of  varieties  producing  a  larger  number  of 
plants  per  acre,  and  also  partly  due  to  the  use  of 
light  traps.  Results  of  4  years'  study  of  various  con- 
trol  measures   are   given   in  this   paper. 

Although  the  larvae  have  not  been  found  to  injure 
sugar  cane,  it  is  advisable  to  kill  them  in  order  to 
decrease  the  numbers  reaching  the  beetle  stage.  The 
larvae  have  been  found  mainly  in  sod  areas  such  as 
occur  in  pasture  land,  along  roadways,  and  on  head- 
lands. Plowing  these  lands  between  April  and  June 
will  greatly  decrease  the  numbers  breeding  there. 
Soil  examinations  have  shown  that  beetles  breed  very 
little  in  areas  covered  by  plants  that  hinder  the  de- 
velopment of  Bermuda  grass,  carpet  grass,  or  other 
sod-forming  grasses,  whether  by  shading  or  crowd- 
ing them  out. 

Mr.  C.  B.  Gouaux,  of  the  Louisiana  Experiment 
Station,  has  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  a 
heavily  infested  district  one  plantation  having  sweet- 
clover  (Mellilotus  indica)  growing  on  the  ditch  banks, 
headlands,  and  along  the  roads  has  very  little  beetle 
injury. 

The  planting  of  such  areas  to  sweetclover  would 
eliminate  the  sod  and  reduce  the  numbers  of  beetle 
larvae  breeding  there.  Very  few  beetle  larvae  have 
been  found  in  areas  shaded  by  trees,  and  this  indi- 
cates the  value  of  tree  planting  in  eliminating  beetle- 
breeding  areas. 

Larger  numbers  of  beetle  larvae  have  been  found 
on  cane  rows  where  there  is  Bermuda  grass  (called 
wire  grass  by  many  planters)  than  in  places  where 
there  is  none.  In  addition  to  being  good  cultural 
practice,  the  destruction  of  this  grass  in  cane  fields 
is  of  value  as  a  beetle  control. 

Many  chemicals  have  been  tried,  but  none  has  been 
found  that   would   kill   or  repel  the   adult  beetles   in 


the  treated  areas  sufficiently  to  justify  the  cost  of 
application.  Lime  of  various  kinds,  and  applied  at 
various  rates,  has  had  no  appreciable  effect  on  the 
amount  of  beetle  injury. 

Results  from  eight  experiments  in  one  year  in 
which  some  of  the  cane,  left  offbarred,  was  compared 
with  other  cane,  the  soil  from  which  was  returned 
to  the  plants,  showed  that  neither  practice  influenced 
beetle   injury   under   conditions   prevailing  that  year. 

On  many  plantations  the  beetles  are  picked  by 
hand  from  around  cane  plants  in  heavily  infested 
areas.  One  man  has  been  known  to  pick  as  many 
as  325  beetles  in  a  half  day.  Determining  the  value 
of  this  treatment  is  very  difficult,  but  it  would  seem 
that  it  might  be  advantageous  in  heavily  infested 
areas  where  there  might  be  danger  of  a  heavy  loss 
of  stand. 

In  1931  and  1932  it  was  found  that,  when  the  soil 
was  comparatively  dry,  numbers  of  beetles  could  be 
collected  at  automobile  and  incandescent  lights  on 
still,  warm  nights  between  nightfall  and  about  9  p.  m. 

Large  numbers  of  beetles  have  been  collected  dur- 
ing the  last  two  years  by  using  500-watt  lights  oper- 
ated by  portable  generating  plants.  On  one  planta- 
tion, 76,184  beetles  were  collected  at  15  lights  be- 
tween April  2  and  June  14,  1934.  As  many  as  14,375 
beetles  were  collected  in  one  night. 

It  has  been  very  difficult  to  estimate  the  value 
of  light-trapping,  because  the  lights  were  always  used 
in  the  areas  that  in  recent  years  had  had  the  heavi- 
est infestation,  and  naturally  the  results  had  to  be 
checked  with  those  of  lesser  infestation.  Operation 
of  the  lights  was  begun  when  the  first  beetle  injury 
appeared,  so  there  was  no  means  of  determining  what 
the  infestation  would  have  been  had  the  lights  not 
been  used.  Beetle  injury  in  those  areas  in  1933  and 
1934  was  less,  however,  than  in  previous  years,  al- 
though some  of  this  in  1934  may  have  been  due  to 
the  more  favorable  rainfall  that  year. 

Since  the  beetle  injury  is  localized  in  certain  areas, 
there  is  a  better  opportunity  for  beneficial  results 
from  light-trapping  than  with  insects  that  are  more 
evenly  distributed.  It  seems  certain  that  it  has  been 
of  benefit  where  there  was  a  heavy  infestation  of 
beetles,  and  where  the  injury  might  otherwise  have 
been  so  heavy  that  the  stand  of  cane  remaining  would 
not  justify  the  keeping  of  the  first  stubble  crop. 
Since  about  half  of  the  beetles  collected  were  females, 
it  seemed  justifiable  to  expect  that  the  next  year's 
crop  of  beetles  should  be  reduced. 

In  coming  to  lights,  most  of  the  beetles  land  on 
the  ground  several  feet  away,  and  hence  it  is  neces- 
sary for  some  one  to  be  present  to  collect  them.  Only 
a  small  proportion  of  those  coming  to  lights  can  be 
collected  by  placing  a  container  with  oil  and  water 
under  the  lights.  The  number  of  beetles  coming  to 
lights  after  about  9  p.  m.  does  not  justify  their  op- 
eration later  than  that.  Warm,  still  nights,  when  the 
soil  is  comparatively  dry,  are  best  for  light  trapping. 

Over  100  beetles  per  night  have  been  collected  at 
automobile  lights.  In  operating  such  lights,  a  hand 
flashlight  will  be  needed  for  collecting  any  beetles 
that  fall  on  the  sides  and  in  the  rear  of  the  automo- 
bile. 

Thus  far  the  planting  of  varieties  producing  a  large 
number  of  plants  per  acre  has  been  found  to  be  the 
best  way  of  combatting  beetle  injury.    In   most  in- 
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fected  areas  a  good  stand  of  cane  can  be  obtained 
in  spite  of  beetle  injury  by  planting  a  variety  that 
will  produce  a  large  number  of  plants  per  acre  at  the 
time  of  beetle  feeding.  Counts  during  the  last  two 
years  in  variety  test  fields  of  the  Bureau  of  Plant 
Industry,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  have 
shown  that  Co.  290  and  C.  P.  807  were  the  best  va- 
rieties for  use  in  lands  subject  to  heavy  beetle  injury. 
Last  year,  however,  C.  P.  807  did  not  show  as  much 
recovery  from  beetle  injury  as  usual,  and  some  plant- 
ers have  reported  stubble  stands  this  year  that  are 
not  so  good  as  in  the  past.  Co.  290  is  considered  best 
for  planting  in  lands  usually  suffering  heavy  beetle 
injury.  C.  P.  28-19  has  given  good  stands  at  the  time 
of  beetle  injury,  both  as  plant  and  as  stubble  cane. 
Any  factor  that  induces  an  increased  stand  of  cane 
per  acre  is  of  value  in  beetle  control.  The  selection 
of  cane  with  as  light  a  borer  infestation  as  can  be 
found  would  provide  a  desirable  type  for  planting 
in  areas  subject  to  heavy  beetle  injury. 

Washington  Hears  Louisiana 
Farmers 

(By   C.  J.   Boarg) 

The  arrival  in  Washington  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
Cane  Farmers  Committee  marked  another  important 
development  in  the  fight  for  the  Louisiana  sugar  in- 
dustry, which  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has 
been  waging  for  several  years.  Since  that  day  in 
February,  1934,  when  President  Roosevelt  formally 
suggested  a  quota  of  260,000  tons  for  Louisiana  and 
Florida,  we  have  been  in  the  front  line  trenches  with- 
out truce  or  armistice. 

At  the  time  of  the  consideration  by  Congress  of 
the  Jones-Costigan  amendments  to  the  AAAct,  we 
sought  by  every  means  to  have  Louisiana  consid- 
ered in  the  light  of  a  quota  representative  of  its 
normal  production  during  pre-war  days.  We  con- 
sidered it  appropriate  to  show  the  Committees  of 
Congress  that  during  the  period  which  forms  the 
basis  of  the  whole  AAA  program,  1909-1914,  the 
production  of  sugar  in  Louisiana  averaged  333,000 
tons.  These  claims  were  at  first  rejected,  but  upon 
our  insistence  there  was  finally  placed  in  Section 
8a  (1),  a  Paragraph  (C),  which  we  were  assured  at 
the  time  by  officials  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture would  permit  of  a  readjustment  in  favor  of 
Louisiana  in  the  due  course  of  administration  of  the 
Act. 

Great  uncertainty  prevailed  at  the  time  of  the 
introduction  of  the  Jones-Costigan  Amendment.  We 
heard  witnesses  express  opinions  questioning  the 
economic  justification  of  a  sugar  industry  in  conti- 
nental United  States.  We  were  confronted  with  Gov- 
ernment officials  who  opposed  "any  industry  which 
cannot  stand  on  its  own  bottom,"  without  tariff  pro- 
tection or  Government  assistance.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, we  were  confronted  with  a  fight  to 
maintain  the  existing  sugar  industry  in  Louisiana  and 
our  fears  were  not  allayed  when  a  witness  frankly 
admitted  that  the  Jones-Costigan  Bill  might  prove 
"a  shot  in  the  arm"  before  we  were  gradually  eased 
out  of  existence. 

Progressively  through  the  months,  by  fighting 
every   step  of  the  way  and   repeatedly  coming  back 


to  the  fight  after  we  had  been  rejected  or  repulsed, 
the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has  brought  about 
a  gradual  yielding  to  the  logic  and  the  merits  of 
Louisiana's  case.  Speaking  in  general  terms,  the  atti- 
tude of  the  Department  Officials  and  the  policy  of 
the  AAA  have  become  more  sympathetic,  more  un- 
derstanding and  more  helpful  towards  the  continental 
United  States  beet  and  cane  sugar  industries,  with 
resultant   benefits   to  Louisiana. 

The  two  major  engagements  have  been  over  the 
Benefit  Payment  Contract  and  the  Sugar  Cane  Pur- 
chase Contract,  which  having  been  settled  once,  come 
up  again  and  again  for  discussion  and  dispute  with 
reference  to  the  application  of  certain  important  pro- 
visions of  these  contracts  and  the  rights  of  the  grow- 
ers   and   processors    thereunder. 

Now  comes  to  Washington  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
Cane  Farmers  Committee,  and  its  appearance  seems 
to  be  opportune.  They  come  with  the  strengthening 
qualification  of  being  cooperating  field  representa- 
tives of  the  AAA  in  their  capacity  as  members  of  the 
Parish  Production  Control  Committees.  They  come 
with  pleas  for  the  small  growers,  but  with  the  reso- 
lute insistence  that  no  acreage  be  taken  away  from 
cooperating  growers  who  have  already  signed  the 
contracts  under  the  sugar  program.  They  come  ask- 
ing for  the  rehabilitation  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Belt 
on  the  basis  of  normal  production  and  with  the 
understanding  that  there  is  no  substitute  crop  for 
sugar  cane  in  this  area.  They  come  through  the  good 
offices  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  repre- 
senting as  it  does  the  great  majority  of  growers,  pro- 
ducers and  processors  in  Louisiana. 

The  factual  reports  of  their  meetings  in  Washing- 
ton must  properly  come  from  the  Committee  itself. 
It  is  our  observation  that  all  officials  received  the 
Committee  with  a  sympathetic  response  and  willing- 
ness to  consider  their  pleas.  It  is  obvious  that  the 
officials  of  the  AAA  think  first  in  terms  of  the  whole 
sugar  program,  and  the  difficulty  for  Louisiana  to 
overcome  appears  to  be  that  the  sugar  program  as  a 
whole  must  not  be  disturbed.  Assuming  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  would  use  the  broad  dis- 
cretionary powers  granted  to  him  under  Paragraph 
(C)  (which  was  placed  in  the  law  through  the  ef- 
forts of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  and  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  a  more  generous  quota  for 
Louisiana  and  Florida)  a  plan  must  be  offered  or 
worked  out  whereby  Louisiana  will  secure  relief, 
probably  by  some  other  means  than  by  taking  from 
the  quota  of  other  areas,  and  at  the  same  time  pro- 
viding a  justification  for  paying  benefits  on  all  sugar 
cane     produced. 

For  our  part,  by  way  of  helpfulness,  we  have  of- 
fered through  the  Committee  the  following  as  a  prac- 
tical plan  to  do  the  job: 

In  addition  to  the  fact  that  Louisiana  needs  a 
larger  quota  to  take  care  of  the  requirements  of  the 
smaller  growers  of  sugar  cane,  there  is  a  provision 
in  the  AAAct  which  stipulates  that  the  first  30  per 
cent  of  any  increase  in  consumption  shall  be  fur- 
nished by  sugar  producers  in  continental  United 
States. 

In  order  that  the  producers  of  Louisiana  may  be 
able  to  enjoy  this  privilege,  it  is  essential  that  they 
shall  be  allowed  to  produce  enough  cane  to  make  the 
sugar    required    to    supply    the    deficit.      Sugar    cane 
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must  be  planted  in  Louisiana  fifteen  months  before 
it  is  harvested,  so  that  if  there  is  an  increase  in  con- 
sumption within  that  time,  Louisiana  would  not  be 
in  a  position  to  increase  its  production  to  take  care  of 
any  additional  quota  which  it  might  receive  from  this 
30  per  cent  specified  in  the  law.  Therefore,  it  is  be- 
yond question  that  some  provision  should  be  made 
whereby  Louisiana  cannot  be  deprived  of  participat- 
ing in  the  30  per  cent.  The  only  way  this  can  be 
done  is  to  allow  the  building  up  of  a  reserve  of  sugar. 
The  sugar  cane  growers  of  Louisiana  are  entitled 
to  the  same  consideration  as  the  beet  growers,  but  the 
beet  grower  has  the  advantage  that  he  can  plant  as 
late  as  June  to  harvest  in  October  or  November, 
while  the  cane  grower  has  to  plant  more  than  a  year 
in^  advance.  The  only  way  to  equalize  this  is  to  per- 
mit additional  plantings  in  sufficient  amount  to  take 
care  of  anticipated  requirements,  under  any  circum- 
stances. 

Additionally,  the  quota  for  Louisiana  extends  over 
the  whole  State.  Should  there  be  a  damaging  freeze 
in  the  upper  Parishes  of  the  Sugar  Belt  the  growers 
of  the  lower  section  should  be  allowed  to  furnish  the 
deficit  created  by  the  freeze,  so  that  Louisiana  will 
furnish  its  full  quota.  In  the  same  manner  if  there 
is  a  drought  in  one  section,  or  a  flood,  or  any  other 
situation  which  creates  a  crop  deficiency,  it  is  en- 
tirely reasonable  to  request  that  the  other  sections 
should  be  in  a  position  to  guarantee  Louisiana  against 
a  total  loss  of  such  an  amount  of  sugar. 

The  logical  question  to  arise  in  anyone's  mind 
would  be  to  suppose  that  there  would  be  no  crop 
deficiency  anywhere  in  Louisiana  and  no  increase  in 
consumption  in  the  United  States,  so  that  there  would 
be  no  need  for  the  additional  sugar  produced.  The 
answer  to  this  is  that  Louisiana  harvests  in  the  last 
three  months  of  the  year  and  whatever  amount  of 
sugar  would  be  above  her  quota  would  merely  have 
to  be  carried  over  into  January.  As  the  Jones-Costi- 
gan  Act  ends  December  31st,  1937,  this  would  only 
have  to  be  done  at  the  end  of  1936  or  1937,  provided 
that  there  would  be  no  other  outlet  for  the  sugar. 
This  amount  of  sugar  as  compared  to  the  total  of  the 
whole  sugar  program  is  relatively  so  small,  and  the 
above  explanation  shows  so  readily  that  a  reserve 
could  not  defeat  the  administration  of  the  Act  as  far 
as  Louisiana  is  concerned,  that  this  seems  to  be  a 
worthy  plan  guaranteeing  fair  treatment  and  full 
justice  to  all  growers,  and  particularly  to  the  small 
growers. 


AAA  Announces  Sugar  Program 
Payments 

The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  an- 
nounced July  12th  that  the  final  1934  sugar  beet 
adjustment  payment  would  be  at  the  rate  of  75  cents 
a  ton,  and  that  the  initial  1935  payment  would  be  80 
cents  a  ton.  The  initial  1934  payment  was  $1  a  ton, 
making  a  total  adjustment  payment  for  1934  of  #1.75 
a  ton.  The  total  1935  payment  will  depend  upon  the 
prices  which  sugar  beet  producers  receive  for  their 
present  crop. 

It  was  announced  at  the  same  time  that  the  initial 
1935  adjustment  payment  to  cooperating  Louisiana 
sugar  cane  producers  would  be  70  cents  a  ton.  The 
final  1934  sugar  cane  payment  will  be  determined 
shortly. 

The  first  1935  adjustment  payment  of  80  cents  a 
ton  on  sugar  beets  will  amount  to  between  $7,000,000 
and  $8,000,000.  The  first  1935  adjustment  payment 
to  the  Louisiana  sugar  cane  producers  is  estimated 
at  approximately  $2,300,000.  The  Louisiana  produc- 
ers have  received  approximately  $3,000,000  to  date 
on  the  first  1934  payment  which  was  at  the  rate  of 
$1  a  ton  on  their  base  production.  A  total  of  69,943 
sugar  beet  adjustment  contracts  and  9,095  Louisiana 
sugar  cane  adjustment  contracts  have  been  received 
in  Washington. 

Both  the  final  1934  and  first  1935  adjustment  pay- 
ments are  payable  to  producers  as  soon  as  compliance 
reports  have  been  made  and  auditing  of  them  has 
been  completed. 

The  determination  of  the  initial  payments  is  made 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  adjustment  con- 
tracts for  sugar  beets  and  sugar  cane,  which  provided 
that  the  initial  1935  payments  should  be  at  least  50 
cents  a  ton.  The  initial  beet  payments  will  be  based 
upon  the  estimated  production  of  the  planted  acre- 
age of  the  cooperating  producer.  The  total  payment 
will  be  based  on  the  actual  production.  The  initial 
sugar  cane  payment  will  be  made  on  the  base  pro- 
duction of  cooperating  growers,  or  upon  their  esti- 
mated production,  according  to  terms  of  the  contract. 

The  1934  adjustment  payments  on  beets  were 
based  upon  a  computed  parity  price  of  $6.79  a  ton, 
and  an  estimated  average  price  received  for  beets  of 
$5.04  a  ton.  The  parity  price  was  computed  by  mul- 
tiplying the  average  price  of  sugar  beets  in  the  base 
period  ($5.52)  by  the  average  index  number  for  1934 


Reserve  Refinery 
Reserve,  La. 


Raceland  Factory 
Raceland,  La. 


GODCHAUX  SUGARS,  Inc. 

Producers  and  Refiners       Domestic  and  Foreign  Sugars 


MAIN    OFFICE 

10th  Floor 

Masonic  Temple  BIdg. 

New   Orleans,   La. 


Godchaux's  Sugars  and  Syrups 


August  1,  1935 


THE    SUGAR    BULLETIN 


of  prices  of  commodities  bought  by  farmers,  which 
the  Sugar  Section  says  was  123. 

So  far  as  Louisiana  cane  is  concerned  the  figure  of 
123  will  likewise  be  adopted  as  the  parity  index  figure 
as  has  been  done  in  the  case  of  beets.  Most  cane 
growers  in  Louisiana  will  be  disappointed  at  this, 
basing  their  higher  hopes  on  the  fact  that  the  index 
stood  at  126  during  all  the  time  their  crop  was  being 
exchanged  for  money  in  the  year  1934,  that  is  to  say 
through  September,  October,  November  and  Decem- 
ber. A  further  disappointment  to  Louisiana  lies  in 
the  decision  of  the  Sugar  Section  to  adopt  3.73  in- 
stead of  3.83  as  the  price  paid  for  cane  in  Louisiana 
in  the  period  1909-1914.  In  substantiation  of  the 
3.73  price  they  quote  the  figures  of  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission.  It  appears  quite  definitely  set- 
tled that  the  equation  on  which  the  final  1934 
Louisiana  benefit  payment  will  be  made  will  be 
123  X  3.73  =  4.59.  When  the  final  checks  will  be 
sent  out  has  not  yet  been  stated.  That  they  will  be 
withheld  for  some  time  is  indicated  by  the  statement 
made  in  Washington  that  the  advance  payment  for 
the  1935  crop  will  be  incorporated  in  the  same  check 
with  the  last  payment  on  the  1934  crop  and  this 
payment  cannot  be  made  until  all  compliance  forms 
for  1935  are  in  hand  and  audited. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  stated  that  he  will 
issue  a  notice  prior  to  August  1st,  1935,  extending 
the  Sugar  Cane  Production  Adjustment  Contract  to 
cover  1936,  but  that  some  features  thereof,  especially 
with  relation  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  average  market  value  of  sugar  cane,  will  be 
altered.  He  has  not  yet  stated  in  exactly  what  re- 
spects the  alterations  will  be  made. 
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NADLER 

Foundry  &  Machine  Co.,  Inc 
PLAQUEMINE,  LA. 
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Grey  Iron  and  Brass  Castings 
Oxy-Acetylene    and    Electric   Welding 
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REPAIRERS    AND    MANUFACTURERS 
OF   SUGAR   MACHINERY 

INDUSTRIAL  SUPPLIES 


1935  MODEL  F0RDS0N  No.  30 

As  much  an  improvement  as  the  V-8  Ford  is  over  the  Model  "T" 
SPECIFICATIONS 

30  H.  P.  Motor 

Fueh     Furnace   oil,   distillate 

or  tractor  fuel. 

Easy  Starting:  Bosch  Magneto 
outside  type.  Water  circulating 
pump  and  oil  filter. 

Furnished  with  spade  lugs  or 
rubber  tired  wheels. 

All  types  of  Agricultural 
equipment    for   use   with 
tractor  available. 

Price  F.  O.B.  New  Orleans  (with  spade  lugs)  $765.00 

NEW  ORLEANS  EQUIPMENT  COMPANY 

NEW  ORLEANS 
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STAUFFER,  ESHLEMAN  &  CO.,  LTD. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Wholesale  Hardware 
AGRICULTURAL  IMPLEMENTS 

Distributors  for  Minneapolis  Moline 
Implements  and  Studebaker  Cane  Gears 


FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW   ORLEANS 


Phones  MAin  0696-0697  Established  1871 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 
SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 

SUGAR  FUTURES 

American  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La- 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  St.       NEW  ORLEANS,  U-  S.  A- 


E.  A.  RALNOLD,  INC. 

Foreign  and  Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201  Nola  Building— 407  Carondelet  St. 
Phone  MAin  0996  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 


PENIGK  &  FORD  SALES  COMPANY,  INC. 

Canal  Bank  Building 
NEW   ORLEANS 

BUYERS     OF     ALL     GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND   MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 
Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,   Fittings 

ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 

Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 

Phone  MAin  3481 

NEW  ORLEANS 


AERO 

CYANAMID 


AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO 

30  Rockefeller  Plaza  New  York 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES  CO 

OF   LOUISIANA 

PERE   MARQUETTE  BLDG-        NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  All  Grades  of  Molasses 
and  Syrups 

Submit   Your  Offerings 
Correspondence  Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 

Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  INC. 

Plaquemine,  La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal  Income  Tax  Service 

736  Canal  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 

Telephone  MAin  6467 


WILLIAM  L.  OWEN 

Consulting  Bacteriologist 

Author  of  Standard  Treatises  on  Sugar 

Deterioration. 
Authority     on     Sugar     Storage,     Sugar 

Analysis  and  Appraisal  of  Sugar  for 

Storage. 


Consultant  for  the 
LUMMUS  COMPANY 

Builders  of  Complete  Alcohol  and  Rum  Plants 


PHONE  4577 
1504  Florida  St.       BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 
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At  Last  We  Do  Something  About  the  Weather 

Most  of  our  sugar  planters  in  Louisiana  have  learned  to  accept  the  regimentation  of  the 
New  Deal.  While  a  logical  mind  here  and  there  may  occasionally  burst  out  against  the  restric- 
tion of  the  production  of  sugar  in  the  United  States  when  we  at  the  same  time  import  it  from 
abroad,  and  while  a  humanitarian  here  and  there  may  erupt  now  and  then  at  the  sight  of  idle 
heads  of  families  who  could  make  a  living  raising  sugar  cane  but  are  not  allowed  to,  yet,  taken 
by  and  large,  the  protests  against  these  conditions,  once  thunderous,  are  now  pitched  in  a  minor 
key.    There  is  a  tendency  to  weigh  the  good  against  the  bad  and  let  it  go  at  that. 


Be  all  that  as  it  may,  and  admitting  that  water  is  made  to  run  uphill  every  day  in  Washing- 
ton and  that  perpetual  motion  there  is  commonplace  and  has  been  shown  to  be  a  basic  principle 
of  political  mechanics,  nevertheless  there  is  a  point  to  which  we  should  not  go  in  our  pop-eyed 
acceptance  of  the  marvelous.  That  point  is  where  they  hand  us  the  implication  that  we  have 
taken  Mark  Twain's  hint  seriously  and  have  done  something  about  the  weather.  When  omni- 
science like  that  is  conferred  on  us  it  is  time  to  harbor  doubts. 

The  Government  reaches  this  point  when  it  gives  us  to  understand  that  if  the  sugar  cane 
present  on  a  given  acreage  at  harvest  time  reflects  an  unusually  favorable  combination  of  rain 
and  sunshine  and  heat  and  other  fructifying  influences  of  Nature  and  considerably  exceeds  what 
that  acreage  was  supposed  to  produce  under  normal  conditions,  or  has  ordinarily  produced  dur- 
ing a  term  of  previous  and  less  propitious  years,  the  deed  is  ours.  Such  an  assumption  is  highly 
complimentary  of  course,  but  there  is  a  brick  in  it  called  a  penalty  which  should  arouse  in  us 
a  distrust  of  the  compliment's  sincerity.  The  situation  is  rendered  further  paradoxical  by  the 
Government  kindly  handing  us  new  and  superior  varieties  of  cane  with  the  assurance  that  they 
will  break  established  precedents  in  yield  and  then  socking  us  on  the  pocket  nerve  if  we  plant 
them  and  they  do. 

We  are  offering  no  defense  of  those  cane  growers  who  deliberately  set  out  to  over-produce, 
nor  are  we  arguing  the  case  of  the  Conscientious  Objectors  who  oppose  all'  restraint  on  principle. 
Those  in  such  categories  are  outside  the  picture  we  are  seeking  to  present,  which  is  solely  that 
of  a  well-intentioned  man  who  sees  his  cane  crop  this  year,  through  the  extraordinary  lib- 
erality of  a  bountiful  Providence,  yielding  anywhere  from  15  to  30  per  cent,  more  than  seemed 
likely,  judging  by  precedent,  when  it  was  started  over  a  year  ago.  A  penalty  on  such  cases 
ought  to  be  resisted  to  whatever  extent  resistance  may   be   possible. 
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The  Quota  Question 

As  yet  there  have  been  no  developments  indicating 
that  we  may  expect  a  larger  quota  of  sugar  for 
Louisiana,  at  any  rate  for  the  present.  The  League's 
Washington  Committee,  at  the  time  the  benefit  pay- 
ment contract  was  first  discussed  over  a  year  ago, 
persistently  urged  a  tolerance  for  growers  whose  al- 
lotment is  less  than  100  tons  that  would  allow  them 
to  produce  up  to  100  tons  before  any  restriction  ap- 
plied to  them.  This  suggestion  was  favorably  re- 
ceived by  the  Sugar  Section  and  it  will  probably  be 
sooner  or  later  adopted,  but  even  if  it  is  it  will  fail 
to  remedy  the  quota  situation  in  Louisiana  to  any 
material  extent.  As  Mr.  David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  very 
truthfully  said,  an  immediate  increase  of  30,000  to 
40,000  tons  of  sugar  is  necessary  to  do  any  material 
good. 

That  the  whole  question  of  quotas  will  be  threshed 
out  next  year  is  practically  certain.  The  League's 
Washington  Committee,  composed  of  Mr.  C.  D. 
Kemper,  Mr.  Frank  L.  Barker,  Mr.  C.  J.  Bourg  and 
Mr.  R.  H.  Chadwick,  ex-officio,  went  very  deeply 
into  all  this,  in  conjunction  with,  and  after  full  con- 
sultation with,  the  beet  sugar  interests,  several 
months  ago  and  the  conclusion  was  arrived  at  by  the 
joint  cane  and  beet  interests  that  the  present  moment 
was  not  propitious  for  securing  results. 

The  Committee  of  nineteen  farmers  recently  organ- 
ized through  the  efforts  of  Mr.  David  W.  Pipes,  Jr., 


felt  that  there  was  room  for  amicable  disagreement 
about  this,  and  that  they  could  get  a  larger  quota  for 
Louisiana  at  once  if  given  an  opportunity  to  try.  Ev- 
ery encouragement  was  given  Mr.  Pipes'  Committee, 
including  an  appropriation  of  $1500  to  defray  their 
travelling  expenses  to  Washington.  The  Pipes  Com- 
mittee is  composed  of  Messrs.  E.  J.  Waguespack, 
Bronier  Thibaut,  Henry  W.  Frith,  Sam  Anzelmo, 
George  Germany,  J.  Grover  LeBlanc,  Leo  Judice, 
O.  J.  Mire,  A.  J.  Schexnayder,  H.  K.  Bubenzer,  Allen 
Wartell,  Oscar  Reynaud,  George  Lasseigne,  M.  J. 
Goudeau,  Ubald  Melancon,  W.  F.  Giles,  Julius  Du- 
pont,  W.  J.  Kuehling,  M.  J.  Kahao,  Jr.,  with  Frank 
M.  Bacque  as  Secretary  and  David  W.  Pipes,  Jr., 
as   Chairman. 

The  role  of  a  pinch  hitter  is  always  an  interesting 
one  and  considerable  attention  has  naturally  been 
focused  on  these  gentlemen. 

Washington  News 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 

The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administra- 
tion announced  today  (August  9th)  that  the 
1934  benefit  payment  to  be  paid  to  Louisiana 
farmers  who  have  signed  sugar  cane  produc- 
tion adjustment  contracts  had  been  determined 
to  be  $2.26  per  ton  of  standard  cane,  less 
local  administrative  expenses.  Of  this  total 
benefit  payment  $1  a  ton  has  already  been  paid. 
Standard  cane  is  sugar  cane  of  a  specified 
sucrose  content.  The  determination  of  the 
benefit  payment  was  signed  today  by  Secre- 
tary Wallace. 

The  benefit  payments  are  made  on  the  pro- 
duction of  sugar  cane  in  1934.  Of  the  total 
benefit  payments  to  be  paid  to  Louisiana  pro- 
ducers for  1934  approximately  $3,200,000  has 
already  gone  to  producers.  The  final  payment 
will  be  made  after  compliance  certificates  are 
approved. 

The  Adjustment  Administration  announced 
recently  that  the  initial  1935  benefit  payment 
to  cooperating  Louisiana  sugar  cane  producers 
would  be  70  cents  a  ton. 

The  determination  of  the  1934  benefit  pay- 
ment is  based  on  fair  exchange  value  of  sugar 
cane  of  $4.59  a  ton  and  an  average  price  re- 
ceived by  farmers  of  $2.33  per  ton  of  standard 
cane.  

The  above  official  announcement  by  the  AAA  that 
the  benefit  payment  for  1934  has  been  fixed  at 
$2.26  per  ton  of  standard  cane,  brings  to  a  decision 
a  matter  that  has  been  the  subject  of  months  of 
discussion.  Ordinarily  it  would  be  rather  futile  to 
write  about  the  developments  preceding  this  decision, 
but  we  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  growers 
in  Louisiana  should  be  told  of  some  of  the  difficul- 
ties which  are  encountered  by  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League  in  securing  results  for  the  Louisiana 
sugar  industry. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  at  one  time  there  was 
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an  official  report  to  the  effect  that  the  average  price 
paid  for  sugar  cane  during  the  base  period  was  $3.83 
per  ton.  Feeling  that  this  was  the  official  deter- 
mination, we  had  accepted  this  figure  as  correct. 
However,  further  investigations  on  the  part  of  the 
Sugar  Section  have  developed  that  the  figure  £3.83 
was  arived  at  without  all  available  information  being 
considered,  and  upon  further  study  it  develops  that 
the  Sugar  Section  has  determined  that  the  average 
price  paid  for  suguar  cane  during  the  base  period  was 
$3.73    per   ton. 

We  also  have  been  confronted  with  the  problem  of 
the  determination  whether  the  benefit  payment  should 
be  the  difference  between  parity  and  fair  exchange 
value  of  actual  tons  of  cane  delivered,  instead  of  the 
difference  between  parity  and  the  price  received  from 
the  factory  for  standard  tons  of  cane.  The  position  of 
the  League  has  been  that  the  letter  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  Mr.  Kemper,  dated  November  10, 
1934,  which  was  reproduced  on  the  fourth  page  of 
the  Sugar  Cane  Purchase  Contract  used  for  1934  in 
Louisiana,  definitely  commits  the  AAA  to  payment 
on  standard  tons.  This  position  was  finally  agreed  to 
by  the  AAA. 

The  announcement  of  the  amount  of  benefit  pay- 
ments per  ton  for  1934  now  makes  it  possible  for 
compliance  forms  to  be  completed  and  checks  issued. 
The  present  prospect  for  the  growers  in  Louisiana 
to  receive  these  checks  can  best  be  indicated  by  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Marcel  Voorhies  has  come  to  Washing- 
ton with  all  completed  compliance  papers  and  will 
seek  to  iron  out  all  of  the  questions  which  may  arise 
in  connection  with  these  forms.  Although  we  have 
learned  from  experience  that  it  is  a  most  dangerous 
practice  to  assume  the  role  of  prophet  and  to  antici- 
pate when  checks  will  be  received,  still  we  are  willing 
under  the  circumstances  and  with  the  knowledge  we 
have  of  the  actual  situation,  to  make  the  statement 
that  checks  to  cooperating  growers  who  are  able  to 
furnish  promptly  all.  the  necessary  proof  of  com- 
pliance, will  be  received  in  Louisiana  during  the 
month  of  September.  We  are  handicapped  in  dis- 
cussing this  matter,  due  to  the  fact  that  all  of  the 
rulings  and  regulations  regarding  compliance  have 
not  yet  been  issued  by  the  AAA.  We  anticipate  that 
a  liberal  tolerance  will  be  granted  the  small  growers 
producing  less  than  100  tons  of  cane,  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  made  over  a  year  ago  by 
the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  but  at  the  time  of 
this  writing  there  has  been  no  official  ruling  thereon. 

There  is  also  the  question  of  compliance  in  the 
case  of  a  co-operating  grower  whose  crop  expecta- 
tions are  at  the  present  time  greater  than  his  base 
production.  The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has 
been  urging  for  months  that  no  grower  should  be 
considered  otherwise  than  co-operating  when  his 
acreage  is  so  restricted  that  based  upon  the  previous 
experience  of  his  farm  he  will  not  produce  more  than 
his  base  production.  We  recently  read  of  the  an- 
nouncement whereby  the  rice  growers  have  been 
given  compromise  options  where  their  actual  produc- 
tion is  greater  than  the  base  production  selected.  We 
can  only  state  at  this  time  that  there  is  under  dis- 
cussion the  possibility  of  offering  to  the  growers  of 
Louisiana  some  such  similar  compromise  action  by 
which  the  grower  will  be  permitted  to  market  all  of 
his  cane,  provided  he  accepts  some  reduction  in  bene- 
fit payments  from  the  AAA  on  cane  above  the  base 
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production.  In  order  that  there  may  be  no  confu- 
sion about  this  matter,  we  believe  it  is  appropriate 
for  us  to  remind  the  grower  that  it  is  now  proposed 
to  pay  benefit  payments  on  the  1935  crop  up  to  88 
per  cent  of  the  base  production.  This  88  per  cent  is 
what  is  called  the  production  allotment.  The  base  pro- 
duction is  actually  the  tonnage  of  cane  chosen  under 
one  of  the  five  options  in  the  contract.  Thus,  the  ques- 
tion still  to  be  determined  is  how  much  cane  in  excess 
of  the  base  production  will  the  Sugar  Section  permit 
each  grower  to  harvest  and  market,  and  to  what  extent 
will  this  affect  the  benefit  payments  received  by  the 
grower  for  his  1935  crops.  We  prefer  not  to  antici- 
pate what  the  ruling  of  the  Sugar  Section  will  be 
with  regard  to  compromise  action  or  other  arrange- 
ment that  will  be  approved  for  co-operating  growers 
who  produce  more  than  their  base  production,  but 
we  do  submit  that  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 
which  has  for  so  many  years  encouraged,  stimulated 
and  helped  to  make  possible  the  planting  of  new  and 
improved  varieties  of  sugar  cane  each  year,  certainly 
could  never  agree  to  having  its  growers  penalized 
because  of  the  success  of  the  new  varieties  in  pro- 
ducing greater  tons  per  acre  of  cane  and  greater 
pounds  of  sugar  per  ton,  or  because  of  favorable 
weather.  In  fact,  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
which  has  made  possible  the  securing  of  new  varie- 
ties of  cane  and  which  has  guided  the  propagation 
and  selection  thereof  through  its  scientists  of  the 
Office  of  Sugar  Plant  Investigations,  could  hardly  be 
a  party  to  a  determination  that  growers  should  suffer 
restrictions  or  even  be  considered  non-cooperating 
because  the  new  varieties  released  and  recommended 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  produced  in  1935 
on  a  higher  average  than  could  be  estimated  on  the 
basis  of  the  past  five  years'  experience. 

On  the  1934  crop,  each  grower  has  already  received 
$1.00  per  ton,  and  according  to  the  announcement 
(which  is  hereinabove  reproduced  in  full)  an  addi- 
tional $1.26  will  be  paid,  less  approximately  1  cent 
per  ton  for  the  administrative  expenses  of  the  Par- 
ish Production  Control  Committees.  When  the  checks 
for  the  co-operating  growers  are  issued,  we  hope  very 
soon  now,  there  will  be  added  to  the  $1.26  an  ad- 
vance payment  on  the  1935  production  allotment  of 
70  cents  per  ton;  so  that  the  present  outlook  is  that 
the  checks  will  amount  to  approximately  $1.95  per 
ton. 

With  regard  to  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Purchase 
Contract  for  1935,  a  Committee  composed  of  Frank 
L.  Barker,  Carl  Nadler,  Leon  Landry,  Jack  Shaffer, 
Percy  Lemann  and  Robert  Brumby  came  to  Wash- 
ington at  the  request  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Hutson,  Director 
in  charge  of  the  Sugar  Section,  and  they  took  the 
position  that  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  would 
prefer  that  the  same  contract  used  last  year,  and 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  1934,  be 
used  this  year.  This  the  Sugar  Section  refused  to 
agree  to.  As  a  result  of  two  days'  discussions,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  Sugar  Section  would  draw  up  a  new 
Payment  Schedule  for  cane  and  submit  it  to  the 
industry  through  the  above  Committee.  This  has  not 
yet  been  done  but  the  impression  gained  from  the 
trend  of  their  statements  is  that  the  contract  they 
will  propose  will  call  for  something  like  20  cents 
higher  to  be  paid  for  cane  this  year  by  the  factories 
when  sugar  is  over  3  cents.  To  speculate  on  the  de- 
tails is   unavailing  at  this   time. 
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Sugar  on  Its  Own;    Why  Not? 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 

All  of  the  uncertainties  surrounding  the  Agricul- 
tural Adjustment  Act,  what  with  the  suits  being  filed 
against  its  provisions  and  decisions  of  lower  courts 
indicating  that  its  constitutionality  is  seriously  in 
question,  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  those  of  us  who 
must  look  to  the  future  of  the  industry  should  be 
prepared  for  any  development  that  may  nullify  or 
even  curtail  the  sugar  program  of  the  AAA. 

It  is  agreed  that  the  quota  system  of  controlling 
sugar  distribution  is  the  best  method  of  stabilizing 
the  sugar  industry  of  the  United  States.  The  effici- 
ency and  effectiveness  of  that  control  determines  the 
necessity  for  other  provisions  in  the  law.  By  this  we 
mean  that  the  quota  system  can  be  so  efficiently  admin- 
istered that  it,  of  itself,  can  guarantee  to  the  growers 
of  sugar  beets  and  sugar  cane  in  the  United  States  a 
fair  exchange  value  for  their  crop.  And  when  this  fair 
exchange  value  is  established  for  the  farmer,  it  ex- 
tends its  benefits  automatically  to  the  producers  and 
processors  of  sugar  and  sugar  products. 

Frankly  speaking-,  while  sugar  is  actually  a  basic 
agricultural  commoditv  and  should  remain  as  such, 
yet  it  does  not  really  belong  in  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act,  because  that  Act  was  conceived 
and  intended  to  take  care  of  the  "surplus  crops" 
of  the  United  States.  We  have  often  felt  the 
disadvantages  of  the  general  provisions  of  the  Act 
as  applied  to  sugar  because  they  are  not  logically 
applicable  to  sugar.  At  the  present  time  it  is  a  re- 
markable situation  that  (at  least  to  our  knowledge) 
there  is  not  a  single  case  before  the  Courts  of  the 
United  States  attacking  the  sugar  provisions  of  the 
Act  or  the  Act  itself  in  a  case  where  sugar  is  the 
commodity  involved.  Nevertheless  the  sugar  market 
today  is  jumping  about  like  a  boiler  gauge  because 
of  the  fear  and  uncertainty  caused  by  attacks  being 
made  on  the  AAA,  which  may  indirectly  but  defi- 
nitely affect  the  sugar  program  of  the  AAA. 

Therefore,  it  seems  entirely  reasonable  and  judici- 
ous for  us  to  consider  whether,  after  all,  we  would 
not  be  a  whole  lot  better  off  and  on  a  more  perma- 
nent basis,  if  we  divorced  ourselves  from  the  AAA 
and  asked  Congress  to  place  sugar  on  its  own  bot- 
tom. Sugar  is  specially  provided  for  throughout  the 
AAAct,  and  it  would  be  a  fairly  simple  piece  of  legal 
surgery  to  dissect  sugar  from  the  Act  and  give  it  an 
independent  existence,  for  the  economic  betterment 
of  beet  and  cane  producers  and  processors  of  the 
United  States. 

We  have  reports  which  indicate  that  the  National 
Administration  is  anticipating  the  possibility  of  a 
change  being  required  as  a  result  of  an  adverse  de- 
cision from  the  Supreme  Court,  so  that  they  are  be- 
ginning to  build  up  substitutes  in  case  the  AAA 
passes  out.  There  is  no  apparent  reason  why  it  is  not 
the  better  part  of  wisdom  for  the  sugar  industry  of 
the  United  States  to  develop  a  substitute  plan  of  its 
own,  independently  and  perhaps  collectively. 

The  legal  status  of  the  sugar  program  under  the 
AAA  is  subject  to  several  possibilities  and  may  even- 
tually depend  upon  the  attitude  of  the  Administration. 

It  is  presently  the  opinion  of  the  Legal  Section, 
AAA,  that  should  Congress  adopt  the  amendments 
now  being   considered   in   conference,    these   amend- 
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ments  effectively  correct  all  provisions  complained  of 
by  the  Hoosac-Mills  case.  Therefore,  they  are  also 
of  the  opinion  that  the  Attorney  General  will  ask  the 
Supreme  Court  to  declare  the  questions  raised  by  the 
Hoosac-Mills  case  to  be  "moot,"  since  by  the  time 
the  case  reaches  the  Supreme  Court  in  October,  Con- 
gress is  expected  to  have  corrected  the  original  Act 
by  amendments  restricting  its  delegations  of  power 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Should  the  Supreme  Court  refuse  to  do  this  and 
pass  upon  the  Act  as  it  existed  at  the  time  of  the 
filing  of  the  case,  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  could  take  the  position  that  admitting 
the  unconstitutionality  of  the  original  Act,  the  cor- 
recting _  amendments  give  them  sufficient  authority 
to  continue  its  administration  of  these  amendments 
until  the  Supreme  Court  passes  directly  upon  the  Act 
as   amended. 

Contrarily,  should  the  Supreme  Court  declare  the 
present  claim  of  the  Hoosac-Mills  case  to  be  moot, 
they  could  also  pass  upon  the  constitutionality  of  the 
amendments,  provided  that  counsel  brought  these 
amendments  definitely  before  the  Court.  In  this 
event,  we  might  have  an  interpretation  of  the  Act  as 
amended  without  further  ado.  Otherwise,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  have  a  new  case  begun  and  brought 
up  to  the  Supreme  Court  on  appeal. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  we  have  also  to  consider 
the  separability  clause  (Section  14)  as  it  might  affect 
the  sugar  program.  Even  if  the  Supreme  Court 
should  decide  that  all  processing  taxes  are  unconsti- 
tutional, thereby  eliminating  the  processing  tax  on 
sugar,  a  friendly  Administration  (proud  of  its  per- 
formance under  the  sugar  program  and  being  assured 
that  the  industry  desires  the  continuance)  could  take 
the  position  that  the  unconstitutionality  of  the  pro- 
cessing tax  does  not  viscerate  the  quota  provisions. 
Naturally,  this  depends  entirely  upon  the  policy  and 
decision  of  the  Administration. 


AAA  Announces  Sugar  Cane  Sirup 
Program  for  Eight  Southern  States 

(Official  Text) 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  12,  1935. 

The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  an- 
nounced today  the  general  outlines  of  a  proposed 
production  adjustment  program  for  commercial  pro- 
ducers of  sugar  cane  for  sirup  in  the  Southern  States. 
This  program  is  to  be  offered  to  growers  as  soon  as 
the  adjustment  contract  is  approved. 

The  program  is  expected  to  add  approximately 
$2,500,000  to  the  income  of  producers  of  this  com- 
modity for  the  crop  years  1934  and  1935.  Under  the 
proposed  program  approximately  $1,500,000  of  this 
will  be  paid  as  benefit  payments  on  the  1934  crop 
and  the  remainder  will  be  paid  on  the  1935  crop. 

The  proposed  program  seeks  to  reduce  the  surplus 
carryover  of  sirup  by  limiting  the  production  and 
sales  of  sirup  from  the  1935  crop  of  each  contract 
signer  to  the  amount  produced  and  the  amount  sold 
from  the  1934  crop.  It  seeks  also  to  prevent  diver- 
sion to  the  production  of  sugar  of  any  sugar  cane 
usually  grown  for  sirup  in  Louisiana.  This  is  expected 
to  be  accomplished  through  offering  sirup  producers 
(Continued  on  page  7.) 


August  15,  1935 THE  SUGAR   BULLETIN 


NOTICE! 


The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has  been  directed  by  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Louisiana  Experiment  Station  to  undertake  a  fair  and  impartial 
distribution  of  the  newly  released  variety  of  cane  known  as 


C.  P.  29-320 


A  number  of  small  plots  of  this  cane  are  subject  to  this  distribution.  It  has  been 
grown  with  the  understanding  that  those  growing  it  shall  be  paid  for  it  at  the  price  of 
mill  cane  plus  $1.50  per  ton  for  cutting  it  and  loading  it  on  the  vehicle  of  the  purchaser 
and  the  League  is  authorized  by  the  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  Louisiana 
Experiment  Station  to  charge  a  distribution  fee  of  85  cents  a  ton.* 

If  you  wish  some  of  this  cane  please  fill  out  and  sign  the  application  blank  on  the 
reverse  hereof.  NO  OTHER  FORM  OF  APPLICATION  WILL  BE  ACCEPTED,  AND 
IT  MUST  BE  RECEIVED  AT  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE 
LEAGUE,  407  CARONDELET  STREET,  NEW  ORLEANS,  NOT  LATER  THAN  SEP- 
TEMBER 25th,  1935. 

In  the  absence,  at  this  time,  of  exact  figures  supplied  by  the  Government  on  the 
amount  of  the  benefit  payment  for  1935  the  precise  price  of  mill  cane  is  not  known. 
You  are  therefore  required  to  agree  to  pay  the  best  approximation  we  can  now  make, 
$4.65  per  ton. 

Deposit  of  85  t  per  ton  must  be  made  with  application 

Remember^ 

The  last  day  on  which  applications  will  be  received  is  September  25th,  1935. 


*This  is  to  cover  the  cost  of  distribution,  which  involves  clerical,  stenographic  and  administrative  work, 
printing,  postage  and  a  very  heavy  responsibility.  It  is  likewise  a  partial  reimbursement  to  the  League  for 
various  extraordinary  expenses  incurred  in  bringing  about  the  acquisition  of  new  canes  and  the  preliminary 
experimentation  therewith  before  release.  The  League  has  been  designated  by  the  U.  S.  Department  oi 
Agriculture  and  the  Louisiana  Experiment  Station  to  make  the  distribution  simply  because  they  believe 
it    will   carry    out    the    task    more    efficiently,    and   certainly    more    cheaply,    than    any    other    agency. 


The  American  Sugar  Cane  League 

407  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans,  La. 
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1935. 


I  hereby  apply  for 


tons  of  C.  P.  £9-330  seed  cane. 


I  understand  the  cane  will  cost  me  a  total  of  Seven  Dollars 
a  ton,  as  follows,  and  I  agree  to  said  cost: 

Price  of  cane  standing  in  the  field $4.65  per  ton  (this 

all  goes  to  the  grower  of  the  cane) . 

Cost  of  cutting  and  loading $1.50  per  ton  (this 

all  goes  to  the  grower  of  the  cane) . 


Distribution  charge 850  per  ton  (this 

goes  to  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League) . 


Total J7.00 


I  enclose  $ which  is  a  deposit  of  earnest  money  at 

the  rate  of  85  cents  per  ton,  non-refundable  (unless  the  cane  is 
not  tendered  me)  .   The  remainder  I  will  pay  when  the  cane  is  ready 
to  be  delivered  to  me,  and  I  am  to  be  notified  concerning  this  and 
supplied  with  the  name  and  address  of  the  grower  from  whom  I  am 
to  procure  the  cane,  which  I  will  send  for  not  later  than  Novem- 
ber 11th,  1935.   Should  the  cane  fail  to  be  tendered  to  me  by 
that  date  all  payments  and  deposits  made  by  me  are  to  be  refunded 
in  full  on  each  ton  not  tendered. 

This  application  is  made  with  the  full  understanding  on  my 
part  that  it  may  not  be  possible  to  tender  me  as  much  cane  as  I 
apply  for,  owing  to  the  limited  supply. 

Name 

Address 
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an  adjustment  contract  comparable  to  that  of  the 
Louisiana  sugar  cane  for  sugar  production  adjust- 
ment  program. 

The  1934  benefit  payment  will  be  at  the  rate  of  10 
cents  a  gallon  on  sirup  sales,  or  the  sirup  equivalent 
of  sugar  cane  where  sugar  cane  was  sold  on  a  tonnage 
basis.  The  1935  payment  will  be  an  amount  which 
when  added  to  the  average  farm  price  of  sugar  cane 
for  sirup  will  result  in  a  parity  price  for  the  sirup 
sold  from  the  sugar  cane  crop  grown  in   1935. 

A  slightly  different  basis  will  be  used  for  making 
the  1935  benefit  payment  to  growers  who  sold  their 
sugar  cane  for  sirup  on  a  tonnage  basis  in  1934,  as 
is  the  case  with  many  Louisiana  growers.  The  1935 
sirup  payment  is  practically  the  same  as  the  1935 
sugar  payment,  being  approximately  220/226  of  the 
1935  sugar  payment.  This  is  the  same  proportion 
that  the  1934  sirup  payment  is  of  the  1934  sugar 
payment.    This   proportion   is  determined   as   follows: 

Under  the  contract  a  ton  of  sugar  cane  is  equiva- 
lent to  22  gallons  of  sirup.  At  10  cents  a  gallon  this 
amounts  to  a  benefit  payment  of  #2.20  a  ton  of  sugar 
cane  for  1934.  This  compares  with  the  1934  su?ar 
payment  of  $2.26  a  ton  of  sugar  cane.  The  1935 
sugar  benefit  payment  has  not  yet  been  determined, 
but  the  sirup  contract  provides  that  sirup  producers 
will  receive  a  benefit  payment  equivalent  to  220/226 
of  the  amount  of  the  1935  sugar  payment. 

The  proposed  adjustment  contract  is  expected  to 
be  signed  by  approximately  70,000  farmers  who  pro- 
duce sugar  cane  for  sirup  on  a  commercial  basis  in 
Louisiana,  Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Florida, 
Arkansas,  Texas  and  South  Carolina.  The  first  bene- 
fit payments  will  be  made  after  approval  of  compli- 
ance certificates. 

The  program  was  requested  by  growers  in  the 
sirup  producing  States.  It  follows,  and  is  supplemen- 
tary to,  the  adjustment  programs  which  have  been 
put  into  effect  for  sugar  cane  in  Louisiana  and  Flor- 
ida and  in  the  sugar  beet  growing  areas.  A  public 
hearing  on  the  sirup  situation  was  held  at  Mont- 
gomery, Ala.,  on  April   15,   1935. 

The  proposed  sirup  program  will  apply  uniformly 
in  all  States  except  in  those  areas  in  Louisiana  where 
sugar  cane  is  sold  on  a  tonnage  basis  and  may  be 
used  either  for  sugar  or  sirup  production.  The  sirup 
program  has  been  made  as  nearly  comparable  as 
possible  to  the  existing  Louisiana  sugar  cane  adjust- 
ment program  in  order  to  prevent  undue  shifts  of 
sugar  cane  between  the  production  of  sugar  and  sirup. 

Any  grower  is  eligible  to  sign  an  adjustment  con- 
tract who  sold  or  holds  for  sale  200  gallons  or  more 
of  sirup  from  the  1934  crop,  or  who  paid  the  process- 
ing tax  on  100  or  more  gallons  of  sirup  from  the 
1934  crop. 

The  contract  calls  for  adjustment  of  the  production 
and  sale  of  sirup  from  the  1935  crop  and  provides  for 
benefit  payments  on  both  the  1934  and  1935  crops. 
The  contract  provides  that  it  may  be  extended  to 
include  the   1936  crop. 

Basis  of  Benefit  Payments 

The  proposed  contract  provides  that  producers  will 
receive  a  benefit  payment  of  10  cents  a  gallon  on  all 
sirup  sold  from  the  1934  crop  in  excess  of  100  gallons, 
and  producers  in  all  States,  except  Louisiana,  will 
receive  benefit  payments  based  upon  the  difference 
between  average  farm  and  parity  prices  for  cane  sold 


in  1935.  A  standard  conversion  factor  of  22  gallons 
of  sirup  to  one  ton  of  sugar  cane  will  be  used  where 
sugar  cane  for  sirup  is  sold  on  a  tonnage  basis.  In 
Louisiana,  the  benefit  payments  to  producers  will  be 
approximately  the  same  as  they  would  receive  if  they 
were  growing  sugar  cane  for  sale  under  the  Louisiana 
sugar  cane  production  adjustment  contract.  This  ba- 
sis for  Louisiana  is  necessary  because  sugar  cane 
grown  there  may  be  sold  either  for  the  production 
of  sugar  or  sirup,  and  because  there  is  already  a  pro- 
duction adjustment  program  in  effect  for  producers 
of  sugar  cane  for  sugar  in  Louisiana. 

For  all  producers,  the  allotment  upon  which  the 
1935  benefit  payments  will  be  made  will  be  88  per 
cent  of  the  number  of  gallons  of  sirup  sold  in  1934. 
This  corresponds  to  the  schedule  of  benefit  payments 
to  sugar  cane  producers  who  are  participating  in  the 
Louisiana  sugar  cane  production  adjustment  contract. 
Producers,  however,  may  market  as  much  sirup  as 
they  did  in  1934,  though  the  benefit  payments  are 
made  only  on  the   allotment   of   88   per  cent   of  the 

1934  sales. 

Compliance    Requirements 

To  comply  with  their  contracts  and  receive  benefit 
payments,  producers  would  agree  to  harvest  from  the 

1935  crop  only  as  much  sugar  cane  for  sirup  as  they 
did  in  1934,  and  in  addition  they  would  agree  to  limit 
their  sales  to  the  amount  of  their  sales  from  the  1934 
crop.  Sugar  cane  growing  in  excess  of  the  amount 
harvested  in  1934  is  to  be  disposed  of  for  live  stock 
feeding  or  other  home  use.  It  is  expected  that  bene- 
fit payments  will  be  made  on  approximately  15,000,- 


The  name 


always  signifies  dependa- 
bility in  pure  cane  sugars. 
Refined  in  U.S. A. 

Granulated.  Crystal  Domino  Tablets. 
Superfine  Powdered,  Confectioners. 
Old  Fashioned  Brown,  Yellow,  Pressed 
Tablets,  Crystal  Domino  Squares, 
Dainty  Lumps,  Cinnamon  and  Sugar; 
Domino  Syrup.    Always  full  weight. 


American  Sug  ar Refining  Company 
"Sweeten  it  with  Domino" 
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000  gallons  of  sirup  sold  from  each  of  the  1934  and 
1935  crops. 

As  in  other  adjustment  programs,  adjustment  pay- 
ments in  the  proposed  sirup  program  are  to  be  di- 
vided between  landlords  and  tenants  on  the  same 
basis  as  the  income  from  the  crop  is  divided.  The 
program  will  be  administered  locally  by  the  State 
Extension  Service  with  the  aid  of  county  or  parish 
committees.  The  expenses  of  the  committees'  admin- 
istration of  the  program  are  to  be  financed  out  of  a 
deduction  from  the  benefit  payments.  This  deduc- 
tion for  1934  will  be  3/10  of  a  cent  a  gallon  on  the 
gallonage  on  which  payments  are  made.  The  expense 
deduction  for  1935  will  be  determined  prior  to  the 
making  of  payments  on  the  1935  crop. 


The  Distribution  of  C.  P.  29-320 

All  those  who  are  desirous  of  securing  any  seed 
cane  of  the  variety  known  as  C.  P.  29-320,  which  has 
just  been  released  for  distribution,  are  advised  that 
application  blanks  are  now  being  issued  and  will  be 
obtainable  through  the  County  Agents  in  the  sugar 
district  and  otherwise,  to  be  used  in  applying  for 
some  of  this  cane.  One  appears  elsewhere  in  this 
issue  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin,  and  the  margin  is  per- 
forated so  that  it  may  be  easily  torn  out  and  used. 
No  application  can  be  considered  unless  it  is  made 
on  one  of  these  printed  forms. 

The  applications  will  not  be  filled  in  the  order  in 
which  they  are  received.  They  will  be  accepted  up  to 
September  25th,  1935,  and  all  applications,  whether 
received  now  or  on  the  last  day,  September  25th, 
will  be  treated  exactly  alike.  The  total  amount  of 
C.  P.  29-320  seed  cane  available  will  be  ascertained 
and  fairly  pro-rated  among  all  applicants  with  due 
and  necessary  regard  to  the  supply  in  each  vicinity 
and  the  distance  applicants  are  willing  to  go  to  get 
the  cane. 

The  price  of  the  cane  will  be  #4.65  per  ton,  stand- 
ing in  the  field,  plus  $1.50  per  ton  for  cutting  and 
loading  on  the  vehicle  of  the  purchaser.  In  addition 
the  purchaser  will  be  required  to  pay  the  distribution 
fee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  which  has 
been  fixed  by  joint  agreement  of  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of 
Plant  Pathology,  the  Louisiana  Experiment  Station 
and  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  at  85  cents 
per  ton.  This  makes  a  total  cost  of  $7.00  a  ton  of 
which  all  except  85  cents  goes  to  the  grower  of  the 
cane.  The  growers  of  the  cane  were  not  selected  by 
the  American  Sugar  Cane  League.  They  were  selected 
by  the  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the 
Louisiana    Experiment   Station. 


Sugar  Processing  Tax  Attacked 

The  processing  tax  on  sugar  has  been  attacked  in 
court  by  J.  Aron  &  Co.  of  New  Orleans,  owner  of  the 
Supreme  Refinery  in  Assumption  Parish,  La.  They 
have  obtained  a  temporary  restraining  order  from 
United  States  Judge  Wayne  G.  Borah  directed  against 
Rufus  W.  Fontenot,  U.  S.  Collector  of  Internal  Reve- 
nue at  New  Orleans,  to  prevent  him  or  his  agents 
from  collecting  the  sugar  processing  tax  from  Aron 
&  Co.  pending  a  hearing  on  their  application  for  a 
preliminary  injunction.  The  hearing  will  be  held  be- 
fore Judge   Borah  on  August   21st. 


Solicitor's  Opinion  On  Tax  Suits 

Seth  Thomas,  Solicitor  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, has  advised  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Ad- 
ministration that  there  is  no  legal  basis  for  the  ap- 
prehension that,  unless  suit  for  the  refund  of  pro- 
cessing taxes  is  filed  before  the  passage  of  the  amend- 
ments in  H.  R.  8492,  some  legal  right  will  be  lost, 
or  for  the  belief  that  the  filing  of  such  a  suit  will 
create   some   right. 

Mr.  Thomas  said:  "In  the  first  place,  Section  3226 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  specifically  provides  that  no 
court  shall  have  jurisdiction  over  a  suit  to  recover 
taxes,  until  a  claim  for  refund  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  and  that  no 
suit  shall  be  begun  before  the  expiration  of  six 
months  from  the  date  of  the  filing  of  such  claim, 
unless  the  Commissioner  rejects  the  claim  within  that 
six  months.  The  person  claiming  the  refund  is  given 
five  years  from  the  date  of  payment  to  file  his  suit 
and  two  years  from  the  date  of  the  rejection  of  his 
claim.  In  the  second  place,  the  Supreme  Court  has 
many  times  said  that  the  mere  bringing  of  a  suit 
creates  no  rights.  The  fact  is  then  that,  whether  the 
proposed  amendments  pass  or  not,  the  persons  who 
have  filed  suits  for  the  refund  of  processing  taxes  are 
in  no  better  position  than  the  persons  who  have  not 
filed  such  suits. 

"With  respect  to  suits  to  restrain  the  collection  of 
processing  taxes  which  have  become  due  and  payable. 
Section  3224  of  the  Revised  Statutes  provides  that 
'no  suit  for  the  purpose  of  restraining  the  assessment 
or  collection  of  any  tax  shall  be  maintained  in  any 
court.'  Except  in  two  cases  of  very  unusual  hard- 
ship, the  Supreme  Court  has  up  to  this  time  applied 
this  provision  literally.  The  law  was  very  clearly 
stated  by  Mr.  Justice  Reeves,  United  States  District 
Judge  for  the  Western  Division  of  the  District  of 
Missouri,  in  the  case  of  the  Larabee  Flour  Mills 
Company  v.  Nee,  Collector,  on  June  24,  1935,  where, 
relying  on  the  provisions  of  law  which  I  have  quoted, 
he  refused  to  enjoin  the  collection  of  the  processing 
tax  on  wheat. 

"Taxpayers  should  not  be  unmindful  of  the  pen- 
alties for  wilful  failure  to  file  returns  or  to  pay  the 
taxes  when  due.  The  penalty  for  wilful  failure  to 
file  a  return  is  25  per  cent  of  the  tax,  and  the  penalty 
for  wilful  failure  to  pay  the  tax  when  due  is  5  per 
cent  of  the  tax,  to  which  must  be  added  interest  at 
the  rate  of  1  per  cent  per  month.  In  addition,  any 
person  who  wilfully  fails  to  pay  such  tax  is  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000,  or  imprisoned  for 
not  more  than  one  year,  or  both." 

Chester  C.  Davis,  Administrator,  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Administration,  said  he  is  giving  pub- 
licity to  Mr.  Thomas'  opinion  in  order  to  reassure 
any  processors  who  had  been  led  to  feel  honestly  that 
they  should  file  suits  immediately  in  order  to  safe- 
guard legal  rights,  when  actually  no  rights  are  "cre- 
ated by  the  bringing  of  these  suits.     " 
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C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN   MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 

(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,   La. 


CONFERENCE  ROOM 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  takes 
pleasure  in  offering  a  comfortable 

PRIVATE  CONFERENCE  ROOM 

to  any  of  its  members  who  may  have  occasion  to 
use  It.  Business  conferences  in  New  Orleans  may 
thus  be  held  in  a  secluded  and  entirely  neutral  at- 
mosphere, which  is  sometimes  preferable  to  using 
the  office  of  one  of  the  conferring  parties.  No 
advance  notice  necessary.  Just  use  the  room  at 
your  convenience. 


47  YEARS  OF  SERVICE 

TO 

THE  SUGAR  INDUSTRY 

*  *    * 

NADLER 

Foundry  &  Machine  Co.,  Inc. 

PLAQUEMINE,  LA. 

*  *    * 

Grey  Iron  and  Brass  Castings 
Oxy-Acetylene   and    Electric   Welding 

*     *     * 

REPAIRERS    AND    MANUFACTURERS 
OF   SUGAR  MACHINERY 

INDUSTRIAL  SUPPLIES 


1935  MODEL  FORDSON  No.  30 

As  much  an  improvement  as  the  V-8  Ford  is  over  the  Model  "T" 
SPECIFICATIONS 


30  H.  P.  Motor 

Fueh     Furnace   oil,   distillate 

or  tractor  fuel. 

Easy  Starting:  Bosch  Magneto 
outside  type.  Water  circulating 
pump  and  oil  filter. 

Furnished  with  spade  lugs  or 
rubber  tired  wheels. 

All  types  of  Agricultural 
equipment   for   use   with 
tractor  available. 
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Price  F.  O.B.  New  Orleans  (with  spade  lugs)  $765.00 

NEW  ORLEANS  EQUIPMENT  COMPANY 

NEW  ORLEANS 
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STAUFFER,  ESHLEMAN  &  CO.,  LTD. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Wholesale  Hardware 
AGRICULTURAL  IMPLEMENTS 

Distributors  for  Minneapolis  Moline 
Implements  and  Studebaker  Cane  Gears 


FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW   ORLEANS 


Phones  MAin  0696-0697 


Established  1871 


HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 
SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 

SUGAR  FUTURES 

American  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La- 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  St.       NEW  ORLEANS,  U.S.A. 


E.  A.  RALNOLD,  INC. 

Foreign  and  Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201  Nola  Building— 407  Carondelet  St. 
Phone  MAin  0996  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA 


PENIGK  &  FORD  SALES  COMPANY,  INC. 

Canal  Bank  Building 

NEW   ORLEANS 

BUYERS     OF     ALL     GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 
Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 

Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 

Phone  MAin  3481 

NEW  ORLEANS 


AERO' 

CYANAMID 


AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 

30  Rockefeller  Plaza  New  York 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES  CO 

OF   LOUISIANA 

PERE  MARQUETTE  BLDG.       NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  All  Grades  of  Molasses 
and  Syrups 

Submit  Your  Offerings 
Correspondence  Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 

Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  INC. 

Plaquemine,  La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal  Income  Tax  Service 

736  Canal  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 

Telephone  MAin  6467 


WILLIAM  L.  OWEN 

Consulting  Bacteriologist 

Author  of  Standard  Treatises  on  Sugar 

Deterioration. 
Authority     on     Sugar    Storage,     Sugar 

Analysis  and  Appraisal  of  Sugar  for 

Storage. 


Consultant  for  the 
LUMMUS  COMPANY 

Builders  of  Complete  Alcohol  and  Rum  Plants 


PHONE  4577 
1504  Florida  St.      BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 


THE 
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Notice  of  Important  Meeting 


The  Sugar  Section  of  the  A.  A.  A.  has  called  a  general  meeting  of 
the  Louisiana  sugar  industry,  to  include  both  cane  growers  and  pro- 
cessors, to  be  held  in  the  Agricultural  Auditorium  of  the  Louisiana 
State   University   at   Baton   Rouge,   La.,   on 

Wednesday,  September  4th,  1935 

At  10  A.  M. 

At  this  meeting,  which  will  be  presided  over  by  a  representative 
of  the  Sugar  Section  who  will  come  down  from  Washington  for  the 
purpose  there  will  be  a  full  discussion  of  the  Sugar  Cane  Production 
Adjustment  Contract  for  1936,  on  which  subject  a  formal  hearing  has 
already  been  held  in  Washington.  The  complete  text  of  this  contract, 
as  proposed  by  the  Sugar  Section,  appears  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of 
the  Sugar  Bulletin. 

It  is  likely  that  the  Sugar  Cane  Purchase  Contract  for  1935  will 
also  be  discussed. 

THIS  NOTICE  IS  OFFICIAL 
If  Interested  Please  Attend 
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THE 


SUGAR 

BULLETIN 

407  Carondelet  St.,  New  Orleans 

Issued  on  the  1st  and  15th  of  each  month.     Official  Organ  of  the  American 

Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.  S.  A.,  in  which  are  consolidated 

The  Louisiana  Sugar  Planters'  Assn. 

The  American  Cane  Growers'  Assn. 

The  Producers  &  Mfrs.  Protective  Assn. 

Subscription  Price,  50  Cents  per  Year. 

Reginald  Dykers,  General  Manager  &  Editor  of  the  Bulletin 

301  Nola  Bldg.,  New  Orleans 

Frank  L.  Barker,  Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Lockport,  La. 
C.  J.  Bourg,  Manager  Washington  Office 
510  Union  Trust  Building 

CHAIRMEN  OF  COMMITTEES: 

R.  H.  Chadwick,  Bayou  Goula,  La. 

President  of  the  League  and  Ex-Offioio  Chairman  of  Executive  Committee 

Stephen  C.  Munson,  Jeanerette,  La. 

Chairman  Agricultural  Committee 

David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  Houma,  La. 

Chairman  Industrial  Committee 

Frank  L.  Barker,  Lockport,  La. 

Chairman  Finance  Committee 

C.  D.  Kemper,  Franklin,  La. 

Chairman  Tariff  Committee 

H.  Langdon  Laws,  Cinclare,  La. 

Chairman  Legislative  Committee 

J.  C.  LeBourgeois,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chairman  Freight  Rate  Committee 

Percy  A.  Lemann,  Donaldsonville,  La. 

Chairman  Membership  Committee 

J.  W.  Jay,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chairman  Publicity  Committee 

Members  of  the  League  desiring  action  on,  or  informa- 
tion on,  any  subject  are  invited  to  communicate  with 
the  League  or  with  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
to  which  it  seems  to  appertain. 

Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Production 

Adjustment  Contract  for 

1936  Crop  Year 

[Official  Text  as  Proposed  by  the  A.  A.  A.] 

(Pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
Approved  May  12,  1935,  as  Amended) 
This  is  a  tentative  contract  for  informal  discussion 
purposes  only. 

PART  I— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
1.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  accordance  with 
the  act  proposes  to  enter  into  a  production  adjust- 
ment contract  with  any  producer  who  controls  by 
ownership,  lease,  or  otherwise,  the  use  of  a  farm  lo- 
cated in  Louisiana,  on  which  he  grows  sugarcane  in 
the  crop  year  1936,  which  is  processed  in  sugar  fac- 
tories recognized  as  such  by  the  Secretary  if  he  agrees 
to  accept  the  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  this 
Louisiana  Sugarcane  Production  Adjustment  Contract 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  "the  contract"). 

The  undersigned  producer,  operating  the  farm 
which  is  described  in  Part  VII,  Section  23,  (herein- 
after referred  to  as  "this  farm"),  hereby  offers  to 
enter  into  a  contract  with  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture (hereinafter  referred  to  as  "the  Secretary") 
upon  the  terms  and  conditions  hereinafter  set  forth. 
The  placing  of  the  Secretary's  acceptance  of  this  offer 
in  the   regular   course   of   mailing,    addressed   to  the 


producer  at  the  address  shown  in  Part  IX,  Section 
25,  hereof,  shall  cause  this  to  become  a  binding  con- 
tract between  the  producer  and  the  Secretary. 

2.  Membership  in  Control  Association. 

The  producer  hereby  applied  for  a  continuation  of 
his  membership  in  the  Parish  Sugarcane  Production 
Control  Association  in  the  above-named  parish,  and 
such  application  is  granted. 

3.  Secretary  and  Agents. 

The  term  "Secretary"  wherever  used  in  this  con- 
tract shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  Secretary,  or  the 
Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The  Secretary  may 
by  designation  in  writing  name  any  person  or  per- 
sons, including  officers  or  employees  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  of  any  Bureau,  Divisions,  or  Sections  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  to  act  as  his  agents  or 
agencies  in  connection  with  any  of  the  provisions  of 
this  contract. 

4.  Extension  of  Contract 

The  Secretary  shall  have  the  privilege  of  continu- 
ing this  contract  in  the  1937  crop  year.  Such  privilege 
may  be  exercised  by  proclamation  by  the  Secretary 
prior  to  August  1,  1936.  In  the  event  that  the  Secre- 
tary exercises  such  privilege,  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  this  contract  shall  apply  in  the  same  form  and 
effect  in  the  crop  year  1937  as  in  the  crop  year  1936. 

PART  II— PERFORMANCE  BY  THE 
PRODUCER 

5.  Production  Allotment. 

(a)  The  "production  allotment"  for  this  farm  is 
as  shown  in  Part  VIII,  Section  24(b)  and  is  the  pro 
rata  share  (subject  to  the  adjustments  contained  in 
Section  2  (below)  of  the  sugarcane  equivalent  of 
220,200  tons  of  sugar,  raw  value,  or  2,936,000  tons 
of  sugarcane. 

6.  Increase  or  Decrease  of  Production  Allotment. 

(a)  If  the  Secretary  shall  determine  for  the  year 
1937  prior  to  October  1,  1936,  that  the  carry-over 
of  sugarcane  or  sugar  into  1937  plus  the  estimated 
production  for  the  crop  year  which  (unless  adjusted 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph)  would  exceed  220,200 
tons  of  sugar  plus  an  amount  equal  to  the  normal 
carry-over,  then  the  Secretary  may  revise  uniformly 
the  production  allotments  for  all  producers;  provided, 
however,  that  if  in  the  case  of  any  producers,  such 
producers  have  not  equaled  their  total  production  al- 
lotments for  the  preceding  year,  such  revision  may  be 
adjusted  in  their  behalf. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  offer  a  producer  an  in- 
crease production  allotment  before  March  1,  1936. 
Upon  the  producer's  acceptance  of  such  increased 
allotment,  the  producer  shall  be  bound  by  all  of  the 
provisions   of  the  contract  as   regards   such  increase. 

7.  Agreement  Not  to  Exceed  Production  Allot- 
ment. 

The  producer  agrees  that  the  production  of  sugar- 
cane on  this  farm  for  delivery  to  sugar  factories  for 
the  crop  year  1936  shall  not  exceed  the  production 
allotment  for  that  year;  provided,  however,  if  the 
producer  exceeds  his  production  allotment  or  grows 
more  sugarcane  for  seed  than  is  permitted  hereunder 
the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  either  cancel  the 
contract  or  decide  to  continue  the  contract  in  force. 
If  the  contract  is  continued  in  force,  any  excess  sug- 
arcane shall  be  disposed  of  in  a  manner  determined 
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by  the  Secretary.  If  the  producer  has  already  dis- 
posed of  such  excess  sugarcane  in  any  manner  other 
than  that  determined  by  the  Secretary,  the  Secretary 
shall  be  entitled  to  any  rights  of  any  proceeds  aris- 
ing from   such   disposal   by   the   producer. 

8.  Agreement  Not  to  Exceed  Acreage  Allotment. 

(a)  The  producer  agrees  that  he  will  not  plant  or 
have  growing  after  March  1,  1936,  an  acreage  in  ex- 
cess of  the  acreage  shown  in  Part  VIII,  Section 
24(a). 

(b)  If  the  producer  plants  or  has  growing  an  acre- 
age of  sugarcane  in  excess  of  that  amount  shown  in 
Part  VIII,  Section  24(b),  such  excess  of  acreage  as 
disclosed  by  measurements  after  March  1,  1936,  shall 
be  disposed  of  within  thirty  days  after  notice  of  ex- 
cess acreage  has  been  given  by  the  Secretary.  If 
such  disposal  is  not  made  within  thirty  days  after 
such  notice  has  been  given,  the  Secretary  may  ter- 
minate  the  contract. 

(c)  The  producer  agrees  that  the  acreage  of  sugar- 
cane for  seed  planted  or  growing  after  March  1,  1936, 
shall  not  exceed  the  amount  shown  in  Part  VIII, 
Section  24(c),  except  when  it  is  established  that  the 
farm  was  engaged  in  producing  sugarcane  for  seed  on 
a   commercial   basis. 

9.  Marketing  Cards. 

The  producer  shall  submit  such  data  relating  to 
sales  and  deliveries  of  sugarcane  as  the  Secretary 
may  require  on  forms  to  be  known  as  "Marketing 
Cards"  to  be  provided  by  the  Secretary.  The  pro- 
ducer shall  certify  to  the  truth  of  the  information 
stated  on  such  cards,  and  shall  deliver  them  to  his 
Parish  Sugarcane  Production  Control  Association 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  provided  thereon. 

10.  Number  and  Acreage  of  Share-Tenants  and 
Share-Croppers. 

Not  to  reduce  in  any  contract  year,  except  as  may 
be  permitted  by  the  Secretary,  (a)  the  number  of 
share-tenants  and  share-croppers  engaged  in  growing 
sugarcane  on  this  farm  below  the  number  so  engaged 
in  1936,  or  (b)  the  percentage  of  the  total  acreage 
of  sugarcane  grown  on  this  farm  by  share-tenants  or 
share-croppers  below  the  percentage  of  the  total  acre- 
age of  sugarcane  grown  on  this  farm  by  share-ten- 
ants and  share-croppers  in   1935. 

11.  Assignments   Prohibited. 

It  is  agreed  that  the  producer  will  not  sell,  transfer, 
or  assign,  in  whole  or  in  part,  this  contract,  or  his 
right  to  claim  for  payments  under  this  contract,  and 
will  not  execute  any  power  of  attorney  to  collect  such 
payments  or  to  order  that  any  such  payments  be 
made,  and  any  such  sale,  assignment,  order,  or  power 
of  attorney  shall  be  null  and  void. 

12.  Administrative  Rulings,  Orders,  and  Regula- 
tions. 

The  producer  agrees  to  comply  with  all  adminis- 
trative rulings,  orders,  and  regulations  in  conformity 
with  the  laws  which  have  been  or  may  hereafter  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  relating  to  this  contract. 

13.  Labor  Conditions. 

(a)  Child  Labor.  The  producer  hereby  agrees  not 
to  employ,  nor  to  suffer  nor  permit  the  employment 
of,  by  any  other  person,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
the  production,  cultivation,  and/or  harvesting  of  sug- 
arcane on  this  farm,  any  child  under  the  age  of   14 


years,  except  a  member  of  his  own  immediate  family, 
whether  for  gain  to  such  child  or  any  other  person; 
and  he  agrees  not  to  so  employ  or  permit  such  em- 
ployment of  a  child  between  the  ages  of  14  and  16 
years,  inclusive,  except  a  member  of  his  immediate 
family,  for  a   longer  period   than   8   hours   each   day. 

(b)  Wages  and  Hours.  The  Secretary  shall  have 
the  authority  after  due  notice  and  the  opportunity 
for  public  hearing  at  a  place  accessible  to  the  pro- 
ducers and  workers  involved,  and  on  the  basis  of  a 
fair  and  equitable  division  among  such  parties  of  the 
proceeds  derived  from  the  growing  and  marketing  of 
sugarcane  and  sugar  and  the  products  thereof,  to 
establish  in  connection  with  the  production,  cultiva- 
tion, harvesting,  and/or  processing,  and/or  marketing 
of  sugar,  where  or  when  any  such  operation  is  con- 
trolled by  him  or  any  party  whose  performance  he 
guarantees;  (1)  a  minimum  wage  to  be  paid  to  work- 
ers by  the  producers,  (2)  the  number  of  working 
hours,  and  (3)  where  necessary,  the  time  and  method 
of  payment  of  wages. 

(c)  Adjudication  of  Labor  Disputes.  The  producer 
hereby  agrees  that  he  and  any  party  whose  perform- 
ance he  guarantees  will  abide  by  the  decision  of  the 
Secretary  with  respect  to  any  labor  dispute  in  con- 
nection with  the  production,  cultivation,  harvesting, 
and/or  processing  and/or  marketing  of  sugarcane 
where  and  when  any  such  operation  involves  or  is 
controlled  by  him  or  any  party  whose  performance 
he  guarantees  and  when  such  dispute  has  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Secretary  by  the  producer  or  any  em- 
ployee or  group  of  employees  who  shall  agree  to 
abide  by  the  Secretary's  adjudication,  and  the  Secre- 
tary has  determined  to  adjudicate  such  dispute. 

14.  Access  to  Records. 

For  the  purpose  of  the  supervision  and  investiga- 
tion of  the  performance  by  the  producer  of  the  terms 
hereof,  the  Secretary  shall,  at  all  reasonable  times 
have  entry  to  this  farm  and  access  to  all  of  the  rec- 
ords for  this  farm  with  respect  to  the  production, 
processing,  and  marketing  of  sugarcane  and  sugar, 
and  the  producer  shall  furnish  to  the  Secretary  such 
information  relating  to  this  farm  as  may  be  requested 
by  the   Secretary. 

15.  Noncompliance   and  Termination. 

Without  limitation  of  any  right  or  remedy  of  the 
Secretary  conferred  by  law  or  this  contract,  if  the 
Secretary  determines  that  there  has  been  a  material 
misstatement  in  any  of  the  statements  made  by  the 
producer  in  connection  with  this  contract,  or  that  the 
producer  has  failed  or  is  unable  to  perform  fully  any 
term  or  condition  of  this  contract  or  of  any  applicable 
regulation  or  administrative  ruling  (each  and  all  of 
such  contingencies  being  referred  to  in  and  in  con- 
nection with  this  contract  as  "noncompliance"),  the 
producer  shall  have  the  following  obligations  and  the 
Secretary  shall  have  any  one  or  more  of  the  following 
remedies: 

(a)  Producer's  Obligation  to  Repay.  Upon  de- 
mand in  writing  by  the  Secretary  or  his  authorized 
agent,  the  producer  shall  pay  to  the  Secretary  an 
amount  equal  to  all  or  such  portion  as  the  Secretary 
shall  require  of  the  payments  made  hereunder  either 
to  the  producer  or  to  such  other  person  as  may  have 
received  such  payments  hereunder,  except  such  pay- 
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ments  made  for  any  crop  year  prior  to  the  year  in  vated  said  sugarcane  in  the  usual  manner  and  per- 

which  such  noncompliance  occurred.  formed  all  other  work  required  in  the  production  of  a 

.,  .      _               ,    t.-  t           j  t>        j-  sugarcane  crop  up  to  the  date  of  abandonment,  that 

(b)     SecretarysRightsandRemed.es.              _  ^   conditions    causing    the    abandonment    were    not 

(1)  The  Secretary  shall  be  entitled  to  terminate  within  the  control  0f  the  producer,  and  that  all  terms 
this  contract.  Such  termination  shall  not,  how-  of  the  contract  have  been  complied  with.  The  1936 
ever,  affect  the  obligation  of  the  producer  under  payment  shall  be  made  as  soon  as  practicable  after 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section.  March    1,    1937,   after  the  proof  required   above   has 

(2)  Without  terminating  this  contract,  the  Sec-  been  submitted, 
retary  may  require  the  producer  to  pay  to  him  an  lg      Deduction  of  Administrative   Expense, 
amount  equal  to   all  or  any  portion  of  payments  From  ^  amount  payable  hereunder  by  the  Secre- 
made  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  the  producer  for  the  tary  tQ  the  producer  on  account  of  the  payment  and/ 
year    in    which    the    noncompliance    occurred    and  Qr  crop  deficiency  payment  of  any  year,  the  Secretary 
any  succeeding  year,  or  may  deduct  such  amount  ^^  deduct  ^  pfo  rata  ghare  pef  tQn  of  all  adminis_ 
from    any    payments    subsequently    becoming    due  trative   expense  of  the   Parish    Sugarcane  Production 
hereunder  and  may  suspend  all  further  payments  Control  Association  for  that  crop  year.    The  amount 
under  this  contract  until  every  such  deduction  or  sQ  deducted  shall  be  paid  to  said  Association, 
refund   is   satisfied. 

_   „Tr  mTTT,  PART  III— FURTHER  PERFORMANCE  BY 

PART  II— PERFORMANCE  BY  THE  PRODUCER 

SECRETARY.  19     Manner  of  payment> 

16.  1936  Payment.  All  payments  under  this  contract  shall  be  paid  to 
There  shall  be  paid  on  each  ton  of  standard  sugar-  the  producer   except  as   provided   under  this   Section     | 

cane,  j>uch  standard  to  be  determined  by  the  Secre-  and  Sections  21   and  22. 

tary),  produced  and  delivered  from  this  farm  but  in  In  case  of  death  {  [  incompetency  or  disappear- 
no  case  on  a  tonnage  greater  than  the  production  anc£  of  ^  du  landlord  or  tenant  after  full 
allotment,  an  amount  per  ton  of  standard  sugarcane  performance  of  all  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
to  be  computed  as  follows:  Not  less  than  the  differ-  contract  payment  shall  be  made  to  the  person  desig- 
ence  between  the  fair  exchange  value  of  a  ton  of  nated  fa  ^  ducerj  landlord  or  tenant>  in  Part 
sugarcane  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  and  $1  per  Section  2Q  f  satis{act  to  the  Secre. 
ton  for  each  cent  of  the  average  price  of  raw  sugar  q(  ^  formance  and  the  obligation  of  the 
from  October  15,  1936,  to  March  1  1937,  as  deter-  Secret  with  reSpect  to  the  payment  so  made  shall 
mined  by  the  Secretary;  provided  however  that  if  bg  disch  d  thereby  and  no  person  whatsoever 
the  average  price  of  raw  sugar  so  determined  is  less  ^  haye  rf  ht  [nsi  ^  Secret  or  the 
than  2.75c  or  more  than  4c  per  pound  the  Secretary  United  States  based  of  deHved  frQm  ^  con_ 
shall  make  such  payments  per  ton  as  he  determines  traa  ^  re  tQ  guch  nt# 
to  be  fair  and  equitable. 

This  payment  shall   be  made  after  proof  satisfac-  PART   IV-SUBSTITUTE   PAYEE 

l     *l      c                 u       u„«„    .„u^;^j    tr,    v,;™  20.     Pursuant  to  Section    19  hereof:    the  producer 

tory   to   the    Secretary   has    been    submitted    to    mm  .                                                                          r 

(1)   of  the  total   tonnage  of  sugarcane   produced  on  esignates. 

and  delivered  from  this  farm  in  the  crop  year   1936,  " ™ 'V'j'\ 

and  (2)  that  all  terms  and  provisions  of  this  contract  ^ am,e.                                      Address 

,         v  ,                    i.j       -i       rp,-      „„,„„♦.    oU^n    u0  the  Landlord  designates: 

have    been    complied    with.     I  his    payment    shall    be  ° 

made  as  soon  as  practicable  after  March   1,   1937,  if  """ '"'"" 

the  proof  required  above  has  been  submitted.  „,                    , 

K             n  ihe   tenant  designates: 

17.  1936  Crop  Deficiency  Payment. 
If  the  amount  of  sugarcane  produced  and  delivered  Name                                      Address 

from  this  farm  in  the  crop  year  1936  is  less  than  the 

production  allotment  for  this  farm  due  to  bona  fide  PART  V-PARTICIPATION  IN  PAYMENTS 
abandonment  after  planting  of  acreage  because  of  21.  Share-tenant  and  Landlord, 
conditions  not  within  the  control  of  the  producer,  If  the  producer  is  a  share-tenant,  payments  shall 
then  there  shall  be  made  a  deficiency  payment  of  be  made  to  the  producer  and  landlord  according  to 
one  dollar  ($1.00)  for  each  ton  (and  proportionately  their  respective  interests  in  the  crop  as  determined 
for  each  ton  computed  to  the  nearest  tenth)  of  sugar-  by  their  rental  agreement.  For  the  purpose  of  mak- 
cane  which,  as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  would  ing  such  payments  the  producer  shall  set  forth  below 
have  been  harvested  upon  the  abandoned  acreage,  the  names  of  all  his  landlords  with  their  respective 
but  such  payment  shall  be  made  on  a  tonnage  not  interests  in  the  crop,  and  have  each  such  landlord 
greater  than  the  amount  by  which  the  actual  pro-  execute  below,  his  agreement  to  such  division.  The 
duction  which  the  Secretary  determines  would  have  Secretary  shall  make  payments  to  the  producer  and 
been  produced  but  for  the  abandonment,  whichever  the  landlords  according  as  their  interest  shall  so  ap- 
is less.    In  the  event  an  abandonment  of  acreage  oc-  pear. 

curs  as  a  result  of  freezing  after  November  1  of  the  Percentage  Share 

crop   year,    and   during   the    harvesting   period,    such  Name  of  Landlord(s)         Address (es)           of  Crop 

payment  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  one  dollar  and  fifty  (The    following    Form    of   Signature    is    to   be    Used 

cents    ($1.50)    per   ton.    A   deficiency   payment   shall  Where  This   Section  Applies) 

be  made  only  after  proof  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  Witness  (es)    Signature  (s)      Landlord(s)    Signature  (s) 

has  been  submitted  to  him  that  the  producer  culti-  In  the  event  any  such  interest  changes,  the  producer 


September  1,  1935 


THE    SUGAR    BULLETIN 


shall  execute  and  submit  to  the  Secretary  a  form,  to 
be  supplied  by  the  Secretary  containing  information 
which  will  indicate  the  persons  to  which  payment 
shall  thereafter  be  made  under  this  contract. 

22.  Payment  Where  Share-tenants  or  Share-crop- 
pers. 

In  the  event  that  sugarcane  is  produced  in  the 
crop  year  1936  with  the  aid  of  share-tenants  and/or 
sha,re-croppers,  payments  for  such  year  shall  be  paid 
to  the  producer  and  the  share-tenants  and/or  share- 
croppers according  to  their  respective  interests  in  the 
crop  as  determined  by  their  respective  rental  agree- 
ments. For  the  purpose  of  making  such  payments, 
the  producer  shall  set  forth  below  the  names  of  all 
his  share-tenants  and/or  share-croppers  with  their 
respective  interests  in  the  crop,  and  shall  have  each 
such  share-tenant  and/or  share-cropper  execute  be- 
low his  agreement  to  such  division.  The  Secretary 
shall  make  payments  to  the  producer  and  the  share- 
tenants  and/or  share-croppers  according  as  their  in- 
terests shall  so  appear. 

Name  of  Share-Tenant(s)  Percentage  Share 

or  Share-Cropper(s)        Address (es)  of  Crop 

(The   Following    Form    of    Signature    is    to    be    Used 
Where   This   Section   Applies) 

Share-Tenant(s)    or 
Share-Cropper(s) 
Witness(es)  Signature(s)  Signature(s) 

Payment  to  Producer(s)  Percentage  Share  of  Crop 
In  the  event  any  such  interest  changes,  the  producer 
shall  execute  and  submit  to  the  Secretary  a  form,  to 
be  supplied  by  the  Secretary,  containing  information 
which  will  indicate  the  persons  to  whom  payment 
shall  thereafter  be  made  under  this  contract. 

PART    VII— PRODUCER'S    REPRESENTATION 

23.  The  producer,  whose  name  and  address  ap- 
pear in  Part  IX,  Section  25,  of  this  contract  represents 
that   he   controls   the   land   covered   by   this   contract, 

consisting    of acres,    of    which acres 

are  cultivated,  which  farm  is  known  as  the 

farm,    and   is    located 

(name  of  farm) 

from    

(miles  and  direction)  (town) 

on   road  in 

Township   or   District  of Parish, 

State  of  Louisiana. 

PART     VIII— BASE    PRODUCTION,     PRODUC- 
TION ALLOTMENT,  AND  ACREAGE 
MEASUREMENT 
24.   (a)  The    production    allotment    for    this    farm    is 
tons 

(b)  The  acreage  allotment  of  sugarcane  for  this 
farm  is  tons 

(c)  The  acreage  allotment  of  sugarcane  for   seed 
for  this  farm  is  tons 


Witness: 


Producer: 


PART  IX— SIGNATURE  AND  ADDRESS  OF 
PRODUCER 


25. 


(Name  of  operator — to  be         (Address  of  operator) 
typed) 
In  witness  whereof,  I  have  executed  this  contract: 


Date: 


(Same  as  name  above) 
.,   193 


PART  X— CERTIFICATION 
26.  We  thereby  certify  that  we  have  considered 
the  representations  of  the  producer  made  in  and  in 
connection  with  the  contract,  and  to  the  best  of  our 
information  and  belief  they  are  correct.  We  further 
certify  that  the  figures  appearing  in  this  contract 
have  been  determined  in  accordance  with  applicable 
regulations,  rulings,  and  instructions,  and  we  recom- 
mend that  the  Secretary  enter  into  this  contract. 

Approved  by  Parish  Sugarcane  Production  Control 
Committee: 

Signed:  . 

Date 193 

Approved  by  County  Agent  or  representative  of  the 
Sugar  Section,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Adminis- 
tration. 

Date ,    193 


(As  we  go  to  press  no  information  is  available  as 
to  what  alterations,  if  any,  the  Committee  was  able 
to  obtain  in  the  above  form  of  contract  for  1936  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.) 


Short  Notice  of  Important  Hearing 

On  August  23d  and  24th,  a  committee  of  four,  Mr. 
C.  D.  Kemper,  Mr.  David  Pipes,  Jr.,  Mr.  Percy  A. 
Lemann  and  Mr.  Frank  L.  Barker,  left  for  Washing- 
ton on  the  summons  of  the  Government  to  attend  a 
Public  Hearing  called  for  August  26th.  The  notice 
of  the  Hearing,  which  was  not  issued  from  Washing- 
ton until  August  22nd,  giving  those  who  attended 
no  time  at  all  to  prepare  themselves,  reads  as  follows: 

Notice    of   Public    Hearing    Before    the    Secretary    nf 
Agriculture  to  Receive  Evidence  with  Respect 
to  a  Determination  for  Louisiana  Sugarcane 
for   the   Crop    Year    1936,   Pursuant   to 
Section  8   of  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act,   as  Amended. 

WHEREAS,  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  ap- 
proved May  12,  1933,  as  amended,  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture has  reason  to  believe  that  the  current  average 
farm  price  for  Louisiana  Sugarcane  is  less  than  the  fair 
exchange  value  thereof,  or  that  the  average  farm  price  of 
Louisiana  Sugarcane  is  likely  to  be  less  than  the  fair 
exchange   value   thereof   for  the  crop   year   1936,   and 

WHEREAS,  the  conditions  of  and  factors  relating  to 
the  production,  marketing  and  consumption  of  Louisiana 
sugarcane  are  such  that  the  exercise  of  the  powers  con- 
ferred upon  the  Secretary  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act,  as  amended,  would  tend  to  effectuate  the  de- 
clared policy  as  provided  in  said  act. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act,  approved  May  12,  1933,  as  amended,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  in  Room 
2050,  South  Building,  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  on  Monday,  August  26,  1935,  at  the  hour 
of  10  o'clock,  a.  m.,  at  which  hearing  interested  parties 
will  be  heard  with  reference  to  the  current  average  farm 
price  for  Louisiana  sugarcane  and  the  fair  exchange  value 
thereof,  and  the  conditions  and  factors  relating  to  the 
production,  marketing  and  consumption  of  Louisiana 
sugarcane    for   the   crop    year   1936,    and 

FURTHER,    the    interested    parties    will    be    given    an 
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opportunity  to  be  heard  with  reference  to  the  exercise  of 
such  one  or  more  of  the  several  powers  conferred  upon 
the  Secretary  by  Section  8  (2)  and  (3)  of  the  Act  as  will 
be  administratively  practical  and  best  calculated  to  effec- 
tuate  the   declared   policy  of  the   Act,   and 

FURTHER,  the  interested  parties  will  be  given  an  op- 
portunity to  be  heard  with  reference  to  the  terms  of  a 
proposed  contract  for  the  adjustment  in  the  acreage,  or 
in  the  production  for  market,  or  both,  of  Louisiana  sugar- 
cane, and  for  rental  or  benefit  payments  in  connection 
with  such  proposed  contract  or  methods  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Secretary  finds  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  and  best 
calculated  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act. 
An  outline  of  the  proposed  contract  will  be  on  file  and 
available  for  inspection  and  distribution  in  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,    D.    C. 

It  is  hereby  declared  that  an  emergency  exists  in  the 
conditions  governing  certain  matters  concerning  Louisiana 
sugarcane  producers,  and  requires  a  shorter  period  of  no- 
tice than  ten  days,  and  it  is  hereby  determined  that  the 
period   of  notice   given  is  reasonable  in   the   circumstances. 

(s)    R.   G.  TUG  WELL 

Acting   Secretary. 
Dated:    August   22,    1935. 
Washington,   D.    C. 

We  print  elsewhere  the  text  of  the  tentative  sugarcane 
production  adjustment  contract  for  1936  which  was 
drawn  up  by  the  Sugar  Section  and  put  before  the 
League  Committee  for  their  consideration  when  they 
arrived  in  Washington: 


Field  Day  at  Baton  Rouge 

We  are  informed  by  Mr.  E.  C.  Simon,  Assistant, 
Sugar  Cane  Investigations,  Louisiana  State  Univer- 
sity, Baton  Rouge,  that  the  Annual  Field  Day,  which 
has  become  a  notable  feature  of  each  year,  will  be 
held   at   the  University   grounds   on    September    19th. 

The  program  will  include  a  field  inspection  trip  in 
the  morning,  to  be  followed  in  the  afternoon  by  a 
series  of  short  talks  on  various  phases  of  sugar  cane 
production. 

No  other  incident  of  the  agricultural  year  in  the 
Louisiana  sugar  district  is  so  instructive  and  enter- 
taining as  the  Annual  Field  Day  at  the  Louisiana 
State   University.    Both   the   eye   and  the   ear   of  the 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN   MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 
(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,   La. 


visitor  are  supplied  with  an  abundance  of  interesting 
material  and  there  is  always  a  large  crowd  and  a 
splendid  opportunity  to  exchange  ideas  and  experi- 
ences with  one's  fellow  planters. 


Processing  Tax  Not  Attacked  by 
J.  Aron  &  Co. 

The  temporary  restraining  order  directed  against 
Rufus  W.  Fontenot,  U.  S.  Collector  of  Internal  Reve- 
nue at  New  Orleans  by  U.  S.  Judge  Wayne  G.  Borah, 
on  the  petition  of  J.  Aron  &  Company  to  prevent 
Mr.  Fontenot  or  his  agents  from  collecting  a  process- 
ing tax  on  sugar  from  J.  Aron  &  Company  has  been 
dissolved  by  mutual  consent  of  the  interested  parties. 

It  is  stated  by  J.  Aron  &  Company  that  this  order 
was  not  obtained  by  them  for  the  purpose,  or  with 
the  intent,  of  attacking  the  legality  of  the  processing 
tax,  but  simply  to  protect  themselves  in  a  temporary 
emergency  from  the  results  of  a  misunderstanding 
between  themselves  and  the  Government  as  to  how 
the  tax  should  be  paid.  There  was  never  at  any  time, 
they  say,  any  desire  on  their  part  to  do  anything  to 
avoid  the  legitimate  payment  of  the  tax.  The  Gov- 
ernment, after  the  restraining  order  was  issued,  en- 
tered into  negotiations  with  them  and  an  amicable 
agreement  was  reached  out  of  court. 


The  Hearing  in  Washington 

(By  C.  J.  Bourg) 

The  public  hearing  called  by  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture to  receive  evidence  with  respect  to  a  deter- 
mination for  a  Louisiana  sugarcane  production  con- 
trol contract  for  the  crop  year  1936  has  been  recessed 
to  September  11th  by  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  AAA, 
with  an  agreement  that  there  shall  be  held  in  Baton 
Rouge  an  open  meeting  with  the  sugar  cane  grow- 
ers and  processors  of  Louisiana  on  Wednesday,  Sep- 
tember 4,  at  the  agricultural  auditorium  of  the  Lou- 
isiana State  University. 

The  purpose  of  the  open  meeting  is  to  consider  the 
provisions  of  the  benefit  payment  contract  which  is 
to  be  offered  to  the  growers  in  Louisiana  to  cover  the 
1936  crop.  The  benefit  payment  contract,  under 
which  benefits  are  now  being  paid,  covered  only  the 
crop  years  1934  and  1935.  The  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture decided  not  to  extend  the  contract  but  in  lieu 
thereof   he   has    proposed   an    entirely   new   contract, 
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:opy  of  which  has  been  furnished  to  the  American 
sugar  Cane  League  in  New  Orleans  for  the  purpose 
af  distributing  it  in  Louisiana  in  advance  of  the  meeti- 
ng next  Wednesday.  The  full  text  of  this  contract, 
is  proposed  by  the  Government,  is  printed  elsewhere 
n  this  issue  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin. 

The  committee  from  Louisiana,  comprised  of  C.  D. 
Kemper,  Frank  Barker,  Percy  Lemann  and  David 
Pipes,  Jr.,  decided  that  the  changes  were  so  drastic 
that  they  preferred  to  have  the  whole  industry  given 
an  opportunity  to  study  the  contract  and  to  have  an 
Dpen  meeting  thereon  in  Louisiana  prior  to  any  for- 
mal consideration  at  a  public  hearing.  The  committee 
has  secured  the  promise  of  the  AAA  officials  that 
representatives  from  the  sugar  section  will  be  present 
at  the  open  meeting  in  Baton  Rouge  and  one  of  them 
will  preside. 

The  committee  from  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League  has  also  had  under  consideration  the  purchase 
contract  to  be  used  by  the  factories  in  Louisiana  to 
buy  cane  for  grinding  this  fall.  No  agreement  could 
be  reached  thereon  by  the  committee  and  the  sugar 
section  of  the  AAA  and  therefore  this  contract  also 
will  be  the  subject  of  discussion  at  the  open  meeting 
to  be  held  in  Baton  Rouge  next  Wednesday. 

While  decisions  on  the  two  contracts  above  men- 
tioned will  necessarily  be  delayed  until  after  the 
Baton  Rouge  meeting,  the  League  committee  has 
been  assured  by  officials  of  AAA  that  benefit  pay- 
ment checks  for  the  1934  crop  and  the  advance  pay- 
ment on  the  1935  crop  will  not  be  delayed  or  post- 
poned. 

The  compliance  forms  covering  these  payments  are 
now  being  received  in  Washington  in  large  numbers. 


Rosewood  Farms 


BORER  FREE  and  MOSAIC  FREE 


SEED  CANE 


Varieties 


/  C.  O.  281 
I  C.  O.  290 
)  C.P.  28-1S 
\  C.  P.  28-1 
I  C.  P.  807 
\  C.  P.  28-1 


AT  MILL  PRICES 
F.   O.    B.    Rosewood 

T.   &  P.  or  L.   &  A.  Railroads 


Apply 

WALTER  GODCHAUX 

Box  226  NEW  ORLEANS 


1935  MODEL  FORDSON  No.  30 

As  much  an  improvement  as  the  V-8  Ford  is  over  the  Model  "T" 
SPECIFICATIONS 

30  H.  P.  Motor 

Fuel:     Furnace   oil,   distillate 

or  tractor  fuel. 

Easy  Starting:  Bosch  Magneto 
outside  type.  Water  circulating 
pump  and  oil  filter. 

Furnished  with  spade  lugs  or 
rubber  tired  wheels. 

All  types  of  Agricultural 
equipment   for   use   with 
tractor  available. 

Price  F.O.B.  New  Orleans  (with  spade  lugs)  $765.00 

NEW  ORLEANS  EQUIPMENT  COMPANY 

NEW  ORLEANS 


THE    SUGAR    BULLETIN 


September  1,  1935 


STAUFFER,  ESHLEMAN  &  CO.,  LTD. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Wholesale  Hardware 
AGRICULTURAL  IMPLEMENTS 

Distributors  for  Minneapolis  Moline 
Implements  and  Studebaker  Cane  Gears 


FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW   ORLEANS 


Phones  MAin  0698-0697 


Established  1871 


HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 
SUGAR  and  MOLASSES 

SUGAR  FUTURES 


American  Bank  Bldg. 


New  Orleans,  La. 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  St        NEW  ORLEANS,  U- S- A- 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign  and  Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201  Nola  Building— 407  Carondelet  St. 
Phone  MAin  0996  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA- 


PENIGK  &  FORD  SALES  COMPANY,  INC. 

Canal  Bank  Building 
NEW   ORLEANS 

BUYERS     OF     ALL     GRADES 
OF  SYRUPS  AND  MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 
Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,  Fittings 

ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 

Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 

Phones  RA  0618— RA  0619 

NEW  ORLEANS 


AERO 

CYANAMID 


AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO 

30  Rockefeller  Plaza  New  York 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES  CO 

OF   LOUISIANA 

PERE  MARQUETTE  BLDG.       NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  All  Grades  of  Molasses 
and  Syrups 

Submit   Your  Offerings 
Correspondence  Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 

Brands  of  Pure  Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  INC. 

Plaquemine,  La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal  Income  Tax  Service 

736  Canal  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 

Telephone  MAin  6467 


WILLIAM  L.  OWEN 

Consulting  Bacteriologist 

Author  of  Standard  Treatises  on  Sugar 

Deterioration. 
Authority     on     Sugar    Storage,     Sugar 

Analysis  and  Appraisal  of  Sugar  for 

Storage. 


Consultant  for  the 
LUMMUS  COMPANY 

Builders  of  Complete  Alcohol  and  Rum  Plants 


PHONE  4577 
1504  Florida  St.       BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 


Dr.   Charles  E.   Coates, 
science.    La.    '  ba  t.e   Uni  v 


.T  TDbEn,    Coi!?t?    ^f   ^*re  a^nd    "  p  pi  ied    ^ 


S  U  G^R 
BULLETIN 

Entered  as  second-class  matter  April  13,  1925,  at  the  post  office  at 
New  Orleans,  La.,  under  Act  of  March  6,  1879- 


a*.  # 


Vol.  13  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA.,  SEPTEMBER  15,  1935  No.   24 

Announcing  The 

THIRTEENTH  ANNUAL  MEETING 

of  the 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE 
|  LEAGUE 

|  of  the 

\  U.  S.  A.,  Inc. 

Thursday,  September  26, 1935 

407  Carondelet  St.,  New  Orleans,  La. 
Meeting  Convenes  at  1:30  P.  M. 

At  this  meeting  there  will   be  an  election  of  Officers  and  Members  of  the 
Executive  Committee  to  serve  during  the  ensuing  year. 

All  Members  of  the  League  Will  Please  Consider 
This  as  an  Official  Notice  To  Attend 
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Reginald  Dykers,  General  Manager  &  Editor  of  the  Bulletin 

301  Nola  Bldg.,  New  Orleans 

Frank  L.  Barker,  Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Lockport,  La. 

C.  J.  Bourg,  Manager  Washington  Office 

510  Union  Trust  Building 

CHAIRMEN  OF  COMMITTEES: 

R.  H.  Chadwick,  Bayou  Goula,  La. 

President  of  the  League  and  Ex-Officio  Chairman  of  Executive  Committee 

Stephen  C.  Munson,  Jeanerette,  La. 

Chairman  Agricultural  Committee 

David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  Houma,  La. 

Chairman  Industrial  Committee 

Frank  L.  Barker,  Lockport,  La. 

Chairman  Finance  Committee 

C.  D.  Kemper,  Franklin,  La. 

Chairman  Tariff  Committee 

H.  Langdon  Laws,  Cinclare,  La. 

Chairman  Legislative  Committee 

J.  C.  LeBourgeois,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chairman  Freight  Rate  Committee 

Percy  A.  Lemann,  Donaldsonville,  La. 

Chairman  Membership  Committee 

J.  W.  Jay,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chairman  Publicity  Committee 


Members  of  the  League  desiring  action  on,  or  informa- 
tion on,  any  subject  are  invited  to  communicate  with 
the  League  or  with  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
to  which  it  seems  to  appertain. 


All'  who  contemplate  applying  for  some 
C.P.  29-320  seed  cane  are  reminded  that 
applications  for  it  cannot  be  received  after 
September  25,  1935,  and  must  be  made 
on  the  regular  printed  form  provided  for 
that  purpose.  These  forms  may  be  ob- 
tained from  any  County  Agent  or  from 
the  office  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League. 

Those  who  are  growing  this  variety  of 
cane  under  contract  with  the  League  and 
who  have  preferential  rights  on  25  per 
cent,  of  it  are  reminded  that  they  must 
make  known  not  later  than  September 
25,  1935,  their  desire  to  exercise  this  pref- 
erential right,  else  all  the  cane  they  are 
growing  under  the  contract  will  be  dis- 
tributed to  others. 
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The  Zeiss  Hand  Refractometer  and 

Its  Application  to  the  Louisiana 

Sugar  Industry 

By  E.  C.  Simon,  Assistant,  Sugarcane  Investigations, 
Louisiana  Agricultural  Experiment  Station 
Until  a  short  time  ago  our  sugar  industry  did  not 
have  a  simple,  rapid,  practical  method  for  determin- 
ing the  maturity  of  different  fields  of  sugarcane  or  for 
determining  the  proper  topping  point  of  mill  cane. 
Where  sugarhouse  handmills  and  laboratory  facilities 
were  available  "handmill  analyses"  could  be  obtained 
on  samples  of  sugarcane  from  different  fields.  The 
determination  of  the  proper  topping  point  for  mill 
cane  using  the  handmill  method  of  analysis  requires 
a  great  deal  of  detailed  tedious  work. 

The  Louisiana  Sugar  Experiment  Station  has  for 
some  time  been  on  the  lookout  for  a  simple,  rapid, 
practical  method  for  determining  the  maturity  of  dif- 
ferent fields  of  sugarcane  and  for  determining  the  ( 
proper  topping  point  of  mill  cane.  We  were,  there- 
fore, very  much  pleased  to  be  able  to  work  out  such 
a  method,  applicable  to  Louisiana  conditions,  through 
the  use  of  the  Zeiss  hand  refractometer. 

The  Zeiss  hand  refractometer  is  not  a  field  labor- 
atory for  accurate  scientific  work  and  is  not  foolproof. 
This  instrument  is  a  piece  of  scientific  equipment  and 
should  be  treated  as  such.  When  it  is  properly  han- 
dled, very  satisfactory  results  can  be  obtained  from 
its  use,  but  when  it  is  not  properly  handled,  results 
obtained  from  its  use  may  be  very  misleading.  Under 
ordinary  weather  conditions  the  refractometer  is  ac- 
curate to  .5  degree  refractometer  solids,  commonly 
known  as  refractometer  Brix.  During  cold  periods  the 
accuracy  is  less  due  to  the  effect  of  cold  on  the  prisms 
of  the  instrument.  By  using  distilled  water  as  a  check 
the  zero  point  of  the  instrument  may  be  readily  found 
under  any  weather  conditions.  It  is  only  necessary 
to  take  a  reading  on  the  refractometer  using  distilled 
water  instead  of  sugarcane  juice  and  whatever  the 
reading  on  distilled  water  is  above  zero  on  the  instru- 
ment scale  to  subtract  this  from  the  readings  on  sug- 
arcane juice. 

With  standing  sugarcane  not  affected  by  cold 
weather  there  is  a  relatively  close  correlation  between 
the  Brix  (total  solids)  of  a  sugarcane  juice  and  the 
sucrose  content  (part  of  the  Brix  that  is  sucrose). 
This  correlation  naturally  depends  on  the  purity  of 
the  juice  (relation  of  the  sucrose  in  the  Brix  to  the 
total  Brix).  As  an  illustration  the  following  juice 
analyses  of  stubble  cane  of  the  variety  Co.  281  ana- 
lyzed at  different  dates  throughout  the  1934  season 
are  given. 

Date  Analyzed  Brix  Sucrose  Purity 

10/  2/34  12.85  8.20  63.81 

10/15/34  14.05  10.07  71.67 

11/  1/34  15.45  11.86  76.76 

11/15/34  16.10  12.58  78.14 

The  basic  principle  underlying  the  application  of 
the  Zeiss  hand  refractometer  for  maturity  determina- 
tions and  for  determining  the  proper  topping  point  of 
mill  cane  is  that  the  total  solids  in  a  small  quantity 
of  sugarcane  juice  may  be  determined  by  the  use  of 
this  instrument.  Solids  determined  by  refractometer 
and  solids  determined  by  means  of  a  Brix  spindle 
vary  but  slightly,  therefore  refractometer  solids  are 
commonly  called  refractometer  Brix.  In  the  case  of 
standing  sugarcane  or  freshly  cut  mill  cane  that  has 
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not  been  affected  by  cold  weather  and  which  there- 
fore has  undergone  no  inversion  of  its  sucrose  con- 
tent, the  higher  the  refractometer  Brix  of  the  juice  the 
higher  the  sucrose  content. 

Under  the  condition  where  sugarcane  has  been  cut 
for  some  time  and  where  inversion  of  some  of  the  su- 
crose has  been  brought  about  by  the  action  of  en- 
zymes, the  refractometer  Brix  is  not  a  real  index  of 
the  sucrose  content.  As  an  illustration,  the  following 
juice  analyses  of  cut  mill  cane  of  the  variety  C.P. 
28-19  are  given.  This  cane  had  not  been  affected  by 
cold  weather  and  therefore  the  drop  in  sucrose  con- 
tent is   largely  due   to   natural   inversion   of   sucrose. 

Apparent  Apparent 

Date  Analyzed  Brix  Sucrose  Purity 

11/15/34  17.50  14.94  85.37  (Freshly  cut) 

11/17/34  18.60  15.36  82.58 

11/19/34  18.95  14.27  75.30 

11/21/34  18.95  13.05  68.87 

11/23/34  18.20  11.93  65.55 

Under  abnormal  conditions  of  cold  damage  the  re- 
fractometer Brix  is  not  a  real  index  of  the  sucrose 
content  of  a   sugarcane  juice. 

Sampling 

For  obtaining  individual  samples  of  sugarcane  juice 
we  have  found  the  Gempol  sampler  sold  by  Carl 
Zeiss,  Inc.,  New  York,  to  be  extremely  rapid  and  far 
superior  to  the  beet  corer  and  press  originally  used. 
This  sampler  consists  of  a  trough  shaped  gouge  fit- 
ted with  a  buffer  attachment  which  permits  the  gouge 
to  enter  the  sugarcane  stalk  to  a  depth  of  about  1/4 
inch.  When  the  sampler  is  withdrawn  from  the  stalk 
there  is  sufficient  juice  in  the  trough  for  a  refractom- 
eter determination.  There  are  two  types  of  Gempol 
samplers,  both  built  on  the  same  principle,  except 
that  the  newer  type  is  not  as  strong  as  the  old.  We 
have  had  the  new  type  Gempol  sampler  to  bend  when 
inserted  into  sugarcane  stalks  of  very  high  fiber 
content. 

In  obtaining  samples  it  is  necessary  to  avoid  all 
ditchbanks  and  outside  rows.  Sampling  should  be 
started  at  least  ten  feet  from  the  headlands  and  sam- 
ples obtained  from  all  parts  of  a  cut.  In  properly  se- 
curing samples  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  good 
judgment  be  used  if  accurate  results  are  to  be  ob- 
tained. It  is,  therefore,  absolutely  necessary  that 
fields   be  sampled   properly. 

The  middle  joint  of  a  sugarcane  stalk  is  the  proper 
point  to  obtain  juice  samples. 

Juice  samples  should  be  taken  from  near  the  mid- 
dle of  a  joint  and  never  in  the  growth  band  area. 

Where  sugarcane  borer  damage  is  present  in  a 
joint  the  juice  sample  from  that  joint  is  worthless  and 
therefore  only  sound  joints  showing  no  borer  damage 
should  be  sampled. 

Occasionally  stalks  are  found  that  have  juices  of 
very  low  Brix.  When  but  a  few  refractometer  deter- 
minations are  made  in  a  field  of  sugarcane  such  stalks 
should  not  be  included  in  averages. 

Topping 

By  means  of  the  Zeiss  hand  refractometer  the 
Brix  of  the  juice  of  the  upper  joints  of  a  sugarcane 
stalk  may  be  determined.  Varieties  do  not  all  mature 
in  the  same  manner,  and  weather  conditions  also  en- 
ter into  the  maturity  of  the  sugarcane  stalk.  How- 
ever, knowing  the  distribution  of  the  sucrose  in  a 
sugarcane  stalk  (as  shown  by  the  Brix  of  the  Joints 
of  that  stalk),  the  planter  has  a   definite  knowledge 


of  how  he  should  top  his  cane  in  order  to  obtain  the 
best  results. 

There  are  two  general  types  of  sugarcane  which 
must  be  considered  in  anticipating  rises  in  sucrose 
content  due  to  topping.  Topping  should  not  be  con- 
sidered as  the  removal  of  one  or  several  joints  from 
a  sugarcane  stalk,  but  should  be  considered  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  amount  of  weight  removed  to  the 
total  weight  of  the  entire  stalk. 

Canes  where  the  distribution  of  sucrose  in  the 
joints  of  the  stalk  rises  rather  uniformly  from  the  top 
to  the  butt,  do  not  respond  as  well  to  topping  as  do 
canes  where  the  variations  of  sucrose  content  from 
joint  to  joint  in  the  upper  joints  is  large,  and  where 
the  lower  joints  are  relatively  mature. 


The  Checks  and  the  Balances 

As  we  all  know,  our  Government  was  declared  by 
the  fathers  who  drew  up  the  Constitution — away 
back  in  what  President  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  calls 
the  horse  and  buggy  days — to  be  founded  on  a  system 
of  checks  and  balances.  Checks  and  balances  are 
thus  imbedded  like  twin  monoliths  in  the  very  basis 
of  our  existence  as  a  nation.  Without  them  we  dis- 
integrate and  fall  apart,  die  and  are  snuffed  out. 
The  fathers  realized  poignantly  the  necessity  for 
checks  and  balances  and  they  fastened  to  them  all 
the  hog  chains  destined  to  support  the  weight  and 
well  being  of  130,000,000  people. 

With  enough  checks  a  citizen  can  dive  overboard 
and  come  up  with  a  balance  in  his  teeth,  so  to  speak. 
The  way  the  fathers  had  it  fixed  it  was  one  of 
those  automatic,  axiomatic  things  that  lies  on  its 
back,  rolls  over  and  clicks.  They  took  High  Finance 
and  the  Theory  of  Money  and  boiled  them  down 
until  they  were  just  two  little  white  specks,  to-wit, 
checks  and  balances,  and  then  they  picked  them  up 
with  a  pair  of  tweezers  and  popped  them  into  the 
Constitution. 

There  is  a  school  of  thought  that  claims  that  the 
fathers  overlooked  the  fact  that  if  there  are  no  checks 
there  can  be  no  balances  but  they  did  not  do  any- 
thing like  that.  They  simply  had  supreme  confidence 
that  there  would  always  be  checks.  In  those  days 
checks  were  written  by  a  man  with  a  quill  pen.  On 
rush  days  more  men  with  quill  pens  were  put  on  the 
job.  Nobody  dreamed  of  a  machine  that  can  write 
50,000  checks  a  day — provided  the  day  is  the  29th 
of  February.  In  those  days  if  the  Government  said 
"a  check  will  be  mailed  you  tomorrow"  and  the 
Indians  captured  the  stage  coach  and  took  the  mail 
bag  out  from  under  the  driver's  seat  and  split  it  open 
they  might  not  find  anything  else  in  it  but  you  can 
bet  a  million  to  six  they  found  that  check  in  it. 
When  the  Indians  got  the  check  they  automatically 
possessed  a  balance.  There  was  no  balance  in  the 
bag,  but  when  they  got  the  check  they  had  one. 
They  put  the  fathers  down  as  wizards,  which  they 
were. 

What  happens  when,  through  some  unconscion- 
able indifference  at  the  seat  of  Government,  there 
are  no  checks  and  consequently  no  balances?  This 
phenomenon  is  occurring  all  around  us  right  now.  At 
first  you  lose  your  sleep  and  then  you  lose  your  crop 
and  then  you  lose  your  property  but  you  can  always 
go  on  the  relief  roll.    Lacking  a  balance  of  your  own 
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you  can  eat  up  other  people's.    It  has  been  fixed  in 
that  ingenious  way  by  the  modernists. 

Wouldn't  it  be  great  to  see  the  fathers,  a  husky 
gang  of  fine  old  trouble-shooters,  coming  down  the 
stretch,  hell-bent  on  clearing  up  the  miserable  mess 
and  digging  out  of  it,  safe  and  sound,  their  two  preci- 
ous little  white  specks,  the  checks — and  the  balances! 
That  would  mean  pig's  knuckle  in  the  pot. 


Ruling  on  1934  Benefit  Payments 

(Official  Text) 

Determination  for  the  Tear  1934  of  Standard  Cane  and  the 
Amount  of  Payment  Thereon  Per  Ton-  to  Be  Made  to  Pro- 
ducers in  Accordance  with  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane 
Production    Adjustment   Contract. 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  declared  policy  of  Congress, 
as  stated  in  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  as 
amended,  section  2(1),  "To  establish  and  maintain 
such  balance  between  the  production  and  consump- 
tion of  agricultural  commodities,  and  such  marketing 
conditions  therefor,  as  will  re-establish  prices  to  farm- 
ers at  a  level  that  will  give  agricultural  commodities 
a  purchasing  power  with  respect  to  articles  that  farm- 
ers buy,  equivalent  to  the  purchasing  power  of  agri- 
cultural commodities  in  the  base  period,"  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in  ef- 
fectuation of  the  above  stated  policy  has  entered  into 
contracts  which  provide  in  part  as  follows: 

"IS.  Standard  sugarcane.— The  1934  and  1935 
crop  payments  shall  be  made  on  the  basis  of 
standard  sugarcane,  such  standard  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary. 

"(a)  1934 — crop  payments. — For  the  1934  crop 
there  shall  be  made  two  payments  to  be  known  as 
'the  advance  1934  payment'  and  'the  final'  1934 
payment,'  respectively. 

"(b)  Advance  1934  payment. — There  shall  be 
paid  to  the  producer  one  dollar  ($1)  per  ton  (and 
proportionately  for  each  fraction  of  a  ton  com- 
puted to  the  nearest  tenth)  of  the  base  production 
of  the  farm,  except  where  the  Secretary  estimates 
that  the  producers'  production  will  be  less,  in  which 
case  payment  will  be  made  on  such  estimated  ton- 
nage. This  payment  shall  be  made  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  December  1,   1934. 

"(c)  Final  1934  payment. — There  shall  be  paid 
to  the  producer  an  amount  which,  when  added  to 
the  advance  1934  payment,  and  the  average  mar- 
ket price  of  sugarcane  as  ascertained  by  the  Sec- 
retary, shall  result  in  a  price,  equal  to  the  parity 
price  per  ton  of  sugarcane,  as  determined  by  the 
Secretary  in  accordance  with  section  2(1)  of  the 
act,  for.  each  ton  of  sugarcane  (and  proportionate- 
ly for  each  fraction  of  a  ton  computed  to  the 
nearest  tenth),  produced  on  and  delivered  from 
this  farm  in  the  1934  crop  year.  In  no  event  shall 
the  total  of  the  1934  crop  payments  be  less  than 
one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  ($1.25)  per  ton 
of  sugarcane  for  which  payment  is  to  be  made. 
This  payment  shall  be  made  after  proof  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Secretary  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Secretary,  (1)  of  the  total  tons  of  sugarcane  pro- 
duced on  and  delivered  from  this  farm  in  the  crop 
year  of  1934,  and  (2)  that  the  acreage  of  sugar- 
cane growing  on  this  farm  for  the  crop  year  of 
1935  is  not  in  excess  of  the  acreage  as  provided  for 
in  section  6.   This  payment  shall  be  made  as  soon 


as   practicable   after  March    1,    1935,  if  the  proof 
required  above  has  been  submitted,"  and 

WHEREAS,  the  1934  parity  price  of  sugarcane 
was   $4.59  per  ton,   and 

WHEREAS,  the  value  of  standard  sugarcane  for 
the  year  1934  was  $2.33  per  ton, 

I,  H.  A.  Wallace,  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  do  here- 
by determine  (a)  that  sugarcane  containing  11%  to 
12%  sucrose  in  the  normal  juice  shall  be  considered 
standard  sugarcane,  (b)  that  all  cane  shall  be  con- 
verted into  standard  in  accordance  with  the  following 
schedule: 

Normal  Juice  Percent  of  Price  of 

Sucrose  Standard  Cane 

9.5  85 

10.0  90 

10.5  95 

11.0-12.0  100 

12.5  105 

13.0  110 

13.5  115 

14.0  120 

and  (c)  that  payment  under  the  Louisiana  Sugar- 
cane Production  Adjustment  Contract  (form  Sugar 
103)  for  the  1934  crop  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  $2.26 
per  ton  of  standard  sugarcane. 

IN  TESTIMONY  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and 
caused  the  official  seal  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to 
be  affixed  in  the  City  of  Washington,  this  9th  day  of 
August,  1935. 

(Signed)     H.  A.  Wallace 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


A  New  Refinery 


The  New  York  Journal  of  Commerce  says  the 
erection  of  the  first  new  cane  sugar  refinery  in  the 
United  States  since  1924  is  under  way  in  Brooklyn. 
Modern  in  every  respect,  the  new  plant,  owned  by 
Sucrest  Corporation,  a  subsidiary  of  The  American 
Molasses  Co.  of  New  York  and  The  Nulomoline  Co., 
will  begin  operation  late  in  the  fall  of  this  year.  Says 
the  Journal  of  Commerce: 

"The  refinery  which  is  four  stories  high  and  situ- 
ated in  the  Erie  Basin,  taking  up  both  sides  of  Rich- 
ard street,  will  have  a  daily  melting  capacity  of 
10,000  bags  (100  pounds  per  bag),  and  will  produce 
annually  approximately  3,000,000  bags.  Adjoining  it 
are  two  deep  water  slips  and  storage  warehouses  with 
floor  space  in  excess  of  300,000  square  feet,  so  situ- 
ated that  rehandling  and  lighterage  will  be  eliminated 
almost  entirely.    The  whole  project  covers  six  acres. 

"Outstanding  in  the  new  construction  is  the  power 
plant,  which,  the  owners  contend,  will  be  the  most 
efficient  of  any  refinery  in  the  metropolitan  area  and 
which,  in  addition  to  serving  the  refinery,  will  gen- 
erate the  current  for  several  other  industries  in  the 
immediate  vicinity. 

"Construction  throughout  was  designed  with  an 
eye  to  low  cost  producing.  Charles  W.  Taussig,  one 
of  the  officers  of  the  new  organization,  in  this  con- 
nection said  that  he  and  his  associates  have  felt  for 
a  long  time  that  the  sugar  business  required  a  mod- 
erate sized,  extremely  efficient  low  cost  refinery 
unit.  He  would  neither  deny  nor  affirm  a  report 
that  the  company  is  planning  erection  of  similar  units 
in  other  strategic  points  in  the  United  States." 
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Factors  Affecting  the  Relative 

Values  of  Sugarcane  Varieties 

Now  Grown  in  Louisiana 

By  George  Arceneaux,  Division  of  Sugar  Plant 

Investigations,    Bureau    of    Plant    Industry, 

U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 

The  assortment  of  sugarcane  varieties  now  avail- 
able to  Louisiana  growers  not  only  permits  of  greatly 
increased  yields  per  acre  on  the  principal  agricultural 
areas,  but,  in  addition,  renders  possible  a  much  more 
satisfactory  utilization  of  black  lands  and  muck  soils, 
in  the  past  so  frequently  cultivated  at  a  loss.  While 
great  progress  has  been  made  toward  general  yield 
improvement,  such  of  course  represents  merely  a  be- 
ginning toward  scientific  adaptation  of  varieties  to 
our  climate,  soil,  and  disease  hazards. 

The  proper  balancing  of  plantings  with  regard  to 
varieties  presents  a  problem  of  extreme  importance 
and  deserves  most  careful  study.  Because  of  differ- 
ences in  local  factors  affecting  the  relative  usefulness 
of  the  different  varieties,  it  is  obviously  impossible 
to  make  recommendations  which  will  uniformly  apply 
to  all  growers.  The  ideal  selection  of  varieties  for 
localities  on  the  northern  edge  of  the  sugarcane  dis- 
trict, where  the  growing  season  is  relatively  short,  will 
necessarily  include  a  large  proportion  of  early  matur- 
ing varieties.  This  will  also  be  true  on  muck  soils  and 
under  other  conditions  conducive  to  delayed  maturity. 
Where  sufficient  milling  facilities  are  available  to 
permit  handling  the  crop  in  a  relatively  short  period 
of  time,  the  high-yielding  "mid-season"  varieties  such 
as  Co.  290  should  figure  prominently  in  the  varietal 
assortment,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  where  the  avail- 
able tonnage  is  such  as  to  seriously  tax  milling  facili- 
ties, it  is  highly  important  to  devote  a  considerable 
proportion  of  the  acreage  to  early  maturing  varieties 
and  to  the  variety  Co.  281,  possessing  definitely  su- 
perior windrowing  qualities. 

Varieties  for  Light  Soil 

The  wide  lead  in  indicated  yield  of  sugar  per  acre 
consistently  maintained  by  Co.  290  over  all  other  va- 
rieties tested  definitely  entitles  it  to  prominent  consid- 
eration for  light-soil  plantings  in  addition  to  its  recog- 
nized value  as  a  black  land  cane.  Co.  290  has  several 
well-known  shortcomings:  Its  comparatively  late  ma- 
turing qualities  and  susceptibility  to  freeze  injury 
definitely  limit  the  period  during  which  this  variety 
may  be  successfully  harvested  under  Louisiana  condi- 
tions. It  is  usually  harvested  to  the  best  advantage 
approximately  between  November  1  and  December  1, 
when  it  may  be  ordinarily  expected  that  the  cane  will 
have  a  satisfactory  sugar  content  except  under  ex- 
tremely unfavorable  ripening  conditions.  This  variety 
has  displayed  exceedingly  favorable  milling  qualities 
on  account  of  its  low  fiber  content.  As  an  additional 
advantage  might  be  mentioned  its  well  established 
characteristic  of  relatively  high  concentrations  of  avail- 
able sugar  in  the  lower  portions  of  the  stalk,  thus 
usually  permitting  appreciable  improvement  in  the 
milling  quality  of  the  cane  by  properly  regulating  the 
topping.  As  pointed  out  by  Ingram  and  others5,  this 
variety  has  shown  high  resistance  to  sugarcane  beetle 
injury  which  quality  greatly  increases  its  usefulness 
in  sections  such  as  the  vicinity  of  Franklin  where  se- 
vere damage  from  this  source  is  usually  experienced. 

Co.  281,  as  indicated  in  results  obtained  by  Balch 


and  Lauritzen2,  possesses  the  very  important  quality 
of  satisfactorily  keeping  in  windrow  to  a  degree  not 
manifested  by  any  other  variety  now  being  extensive- 
ly cultivated.  In  order  to  mitigate  freeze  hazards,  it 
is  obviously  desirable  to  have  substantial  quantities 
of  cane  which  can  be  readily  windrowed  when  deemed 
necessary  or  advisable.  The  factor  of  safety  so  intro- 
duced is  of  particular  importance  in  cases  where  the 
quantity  of  cane  to  be  milled  is  such  as  to  prolong 
milling  operations  much  beyond  the  expected  date  of 
the  first  damaging  freeze.  While  indicated  yields  of 
sugar  per  ton  of  cane  obtained  from  Co.  281  have 
been  on  the  whole  extremely  satisfactory,  especially 
during  the  latter  part  of  the  grinding  season,  yields 
of  sugar  per  acre  have  been  rather  consistently  below 
corresponding  ones  from  Co.  290,  C.P.  28-19  and 
C.P.  807.  Except  for  its  valuable  windrowing  quali- 
ties, Co.  281  would  not  deserve  extensive  cultivation, 
but  until  a  more  satisfactory  variety  possessing  its 
indispensable  windrowing  qualities  is  available,  it  will 
remain  a  very  important  one.  As  shown  by  Summers 
and  Rands0,  mosaic  from  which  Co.  281  apparently 
does  not  usually  recover  once  it  becomes  infected,  has 
a  very  detrimental  effect  on  the  variety  as  indicated 
by  greatly  reduced  yields  of  cane  and  sugar  per  acre. 
It  is  already  becoming  difficult  to  find  cane  of  this 
variety  not  showing  a  comparatively  high  percentage 
of  mosaic,  and  constructive  suggestions  made  by  the 
above  investigators  in  connection  with  the  obvious 
desirability  of  taking  steps  to  maintain  a  seed  supply 
reasonably  free  of  mosaic  are  considered  timely  and 
of  great  importance  in  safeguarding  the  future  useful- 
ness of  this  valuable  variety.  Tims,  Mills  and  Edger- 
ton7  have  recently  published  the  results  of  experi- 
ments showing  also  the  depressing  effect  of  mosaic  on 
yields  of  this  variety. 

Results  obtained  with  C.P.  28-19  during  1934  fully 
confirm  previous  estimates  of  the  variety.  The  ex- 
tremely high  indicated  yields  of  sugar  per  ton  of  cane 
together  with  generally  satisfactory  yields  of  plant 
cane,  first  and  second  stubble,  make  this  variety  a 
very  valuable  one  for  Louisiana  cultivation  in  general, 
and  particularly  for  early  milling.  The  superiority  of 
this  variety  to  P.O.J.  234  in  point  of  indicated  yield 
of  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  at  any  harvest  date  has  been 
conclusively  demonstrated.  Its  superior  productive- 
ness is  indicated  by  the  fact  that  it  has  quite  general- 
ly given  indicated  yields  of  sugar  per  acre  in  excess 
of  comparable  yields  obtained  with  C.P.  807.  On  ac- 
count of  these  obvious  advantages  C.P.  28-19  should 
generally  displace  P.O.J.  234  for  early  milling  as  soon 
as  sufficient  planting  material  is  available.  In  addi- 
tion, this  variety,  because  of  its  superior  productive- 
ness, may  possibly  become  an  important  mid-season 
cane. 

The  value  of  C.P.  807  lies  chiefly  in  its  well  estab- 
lished ability  to  tolerate  unfavorable  growth  condi- 
tions. It  has  been  extensively  grown  on  poorly  drained 
soils  in  the  southeastern  parishes  and  on  the  less  pro- 
ductive areas  in  the  parishes  of  St.  Mary,  Iberia  and 
Vermilion.  Since  C.P.  807  is  generally  similar  to  the 
more  recently  introduced  Co.  290  in  its  adaptability 
to  soil  conditions,  and  generally  inferior  to  the  latter, 
both  in  indicated  yields  of  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  and 
per  acre,  it  would  seem  advisable  to  gradually  re- 
place C.P.  807  by  Co.  290. 

C.P.  28-11,  as  pointed  out  in  a  statement3  at  the 
time  of  its  release  for  commercial  cultivation,  appears 
to  be  definitely  inferior  to  C.P.  28-19  in  indicated 
yield  of  sugar  per  acre  and  per  ton  of  cane.   Louisiana 
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Extension  Circular  No.  151  also  points  out  the  infe- 
riority of  C.P.  28-11  in  comparison  with  C.P.  28-19. 
While  it  is  true  that  the  relatively  poor  showing  made 
by  C.P.  28-11  during  1934  was  undoubtedly  due,  in 
part  at  least,  to  relatively  greater  damage  suffered  as 
a  result  of  a  hurricane  during  June,  1934,  and  that 
under  more  normal  conditions  C.P.  28-11  may  give 
relatively  better  results,  it  is  also  likely  that  had  the 
hurricane  occurred  later  in  the  season  the  damage  suf- 
fered by  this  susceptible  variety  would  have  been 
much  greater.  Therefore,  its  present  utilization  should 
be  regarded  as  a  temporary  expedient  to  permit  an 
earlier  abandonment  of  P.O.J.  234  than  would  have 
otherwise  been  possible.  C.P.  28-11  should  be  re- 
placed by  C.P.  28-19  as  soon  as  a  sufficient  quantity 
of  cane  of  the  latter  variety  is  available  to  satisfy  the 
needs  for  early  milling. 

Results  so  far  obtained  with  C.P.  29-320  have,  on 
the  whole,  been  somewhat  less  satisfactory  than  cor- 
responding ones  obtained  with  C.P.  28-19.  As  shown 
by  laboratory  tests  and  numerous  instances  of  severe- 
ly impaired  stands  during  the  spring  of  1935,  C.P. 
29-320  is  rated  by  Abbott1  as  "susceptible"  to  red  rot. 
Tims,  Mills  and  Edgerton8  report  it  as  "moderately 
susceptible  to  moderately  resistant."  This  characteris- 
tic may  greatly  reduce  its  usefulness  for  Louisiana. 
Since  this  and  its  other  possible  weaknesses  may  not 
have  been  adequately  manifested  in  the  results  of 
limited  tests  conducted  to  date,  it  is  felt  that  a  con- 
clusive appraisal  of  the  relative  merits  of  this  variety 
must  await  the  results  of  more  extensive  field  trials. 
An  instance  of  severe  wind  damage  which  has  re- 
cently come  to  the  writer's  attention  indicates  that 
this  variety  may  be  even  more  susceptible  to  hurri- 
cane damage  than  C.P.  28-11.    While  it  is  true  that 


in  certain  individual  trials  C.P.  29-320  has  given  ex- 
cellent results,  its  general  performance  fails  to  reveal 
any  outstanding  advantage  over  other  available  varie- 
ties commensurate  with  the  risk  involved  in  growing 
a  relatively  unproven  variety  in  the  face  of  known 
weaknesses.  Therefore,  as  mentioned  in  the  release 
announcement4,  rapid  extension  to  large  acreages 
should  be  avoided  until  it  has  been  more  widely 
tested. 

The  P.O.J,  varieties  have  proven  definitely  inferior 
to  others  now  available  and  should  be  generally  aban- 
doned for  sugar  production. 

Varieties  for  Heavy   Clay   Soils 

A  rather  widespread  and  satisfactory  utilization  of 
the  heavy  clay  soil  areas  of  Louisiana  has  followed 
the  development  of  adapted  varieties.  First  C.P.  807 
and  more  recently  Co.  290  have  shown  definite  merit 
under  such  conditions  and,  in  addition,  the  results  of 
limited  tests  indicate  that  C.P.  28-19  may  also  prove 
of  value  in  the  utilization  of  soils  of  this  type. 

Because  of  the  usual  inadequate  drainage  and  the 
nature  of  the  soil,  transportation  of  cane  from  these 
low-lying  areas  presents  a  difficult  problem.  Ordi- 
narily such  areas  will  not  satisfactorily  stand  heavy 
traffic  for  several  days  following  rainy  weather.  This 
is  particularly  true  during  the  latter  part  of  the  grind- 
ing season  when,  due  to  the  usual  low  temperatures, 
evaporation  is  greatly  retarded.  Obviously,  therefore, 
harvesting  under  such  conditions  is  closely  dependent 
upon  prevailing  weather  conditions,  and  it  is  generally 
considered  expedient  to  avoid  a  late  harvest  date.  It 
is,  therefore,  highly  desirable  that  such  areas  be  de- 
voted to  varieties  yielding  cane  of  satisfactory  milling 
(Continued  on  page  8) 
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value  during  the  early  part  of  the  harvesting  season. 
This  detracts  from  the  value  of  Co.  290  for  cultivation 
on  such  areas.  Under  conditions  conducive  to  delayed 
maturity  this  variety  has  occasionally  produced  cane 
of  relatively  low  milling  value,  and  while  it  is  true 
that  during  the  past  few  years  Co.  290  has  consist- 
ently outyielded  C.P.  807  in  indicated  available  sugar 
per  ton  of  cane,  it  is  also  true  that  the  period  in 
question  has  been  characterized  by  levels  of  maturity 
generally  above  normal.  Under  adverse  ripening  con- 
ditions, Co.  290  may  occasionally  prove  of  unsatis- 
factory milling  value  during  the  early  part  of  grind- 
ing, when  harvesting  from  these  soil  areas,  if  not  im- 
perative, is  certainly  highly  desirable.  Its  susceptibil- 
ity to  freeze  injury  also  presents  an  additional  dis- 
advantage because  of  the  relatively  lower  minimum 
temperatures  usually  experienced  on  the  low-lying 
dark  colored  clay  soils.  The  previously  mentioned 
satisfactory  response  to  topping  observed  with  Co. 
290,  however,  will,  except  in  extreme  cases,  render  it 
possible  to  secure  cane  of  satisfactory  milling  quality 
by  discarding  upper  immature  portions  of  the  stalk. 
The  decided  advantage  demonstrated  by  this  variety 
under  normal  conditions  will  probably  fully  justify 
such  an  occasional  sacrifice  in  tonnage. 

C.P.  807  has  been  cultivated  in  heavy  clay  areas  for 
the  past  several  years,  with  very  satisfactory  results 
as  to  yield  of  cane  and  juice  analyses  during  the 
usual  period  of  harvest.  Its  susceptibility  to  red  rot 
under  laboratory  and,  occasionally,  under  field  condi- 
tions1 (page  24)  makes  its  cultivation  somewhat  haz- 
ardous under  conditions  so  characteristically  favor- 
able to  the  spread  of  red  rot.  Under  very  adverse 
winter  conditions  accompanying  poor  drainage  this 
variety  may  possibly  give  serious  trouble  as  indicated 
by  instances  of  impaired  stands  observed  in  the  spring 
of  1935. 

If  the  apparent  adaptability  of  C.P.  28-19  to  heavy 
clay  areas,  as  indicated  by  tests  during  1933  and  1934, 
is  confirmed  by  the  results  of  future  trials,  the  variety 
should  prove  of  great  value  in  this  connection.  Its 
early  maturing  properties  will  assure  cane  of  satisfac- 
tory milling  value  during  the  period  within  which  it 
is  usually  necessary  to  harvest.  In  addition,  the  high 
yield  of  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  characteristic  of  this 
variety  would  be  an  additional  advantage  under  the 
difficult  hauling  conditions. 

Varieties  for  Muck  Soils 

The  favorable  results  obtained  with  C.P.  28-19  on 
reclaimed  muck  soil  during  1934  are  considered  of 
extreme  economic  importance.  Extensive  areas  of 
such  soils  were  drained  at  considerable  expense  during 
comparatively  recent  years  and  subsequently  aban- 
doned for  lack  of  a  satisfactory  crop  which  would 
give  sufficient  returns  to  justify  original  cost  of  drain- 
age and  maintenance.  Because  of  their  high  fertility 
such  soils  will  usually  produce  very  heavy  yields  of 
cane  without  the  use  of  fertilizer.  Varieties  now  in 
general  cultivation,  however,  have  usually  failed  to 
ripen  sufficiently  for  economic  milling  so  that  the 
limited  plantings  in  the  past  have  been  largely  with 
the  early  maturing  but  extremely  disease-susceptible 
variety,  D-95.  A  variety  combining  satisfactory  ma- 
turing qualities  and  a  high  degree  of  vigor  and  disease 
resistance,  as  is  apparently  the  case  with  C.P.  28-19, 
should  prove  extremely  valuable  for  such  conditions 
and  thus  greatly  increase  the  agricultural  usefulness 
of  these  areas.    Such  a  variety  would  fill  a  more  or 


less  similar  role  in  the  Red  River  and  Atchafalaya 
bottom  soils  on  the  northern  edge  of  the  Louisiana 
sugarcane  district. 
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Disease  Resistance  Tests  on  Sugar- 
cane Seedlings  and  Initial  Selection 
Procedure  in  the  Southern 
United  States* 

By  R.  D.  Rands,  E.  V.  Abbott,  and  E.  M.  Summers* 

Division    of   Sugar   Plant    Investigations,    Bureau    of 

Plant  Industry,  United  States  Department 

of  Agriculture. 

The  chief  objectives  of  the  sugarcane-breeding  pro- 
gram of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
have  been  summarized  by  Brandes  and  Klaphaak3 
and  more  recently  by  Sartoris6.  They  indicate  that 
the  two  prime  requisites  of  a  superior  sugarcane  va- 
riety for  the  southern  United  States  are  early  matur- 
ity and  disease  resistance.  The  problem  of  combining 
these  two,  as  well  as  incorporating  the  other  more 
usual,  but  important,  qualities,  into  a  single  seedling 
and  the  attack  on  the  problem  by  a  modification  of 
convergent  breeding  methods  with  some  of  the  re- 
sults are  also  outlined  by  Sartoris. 

The  breeding  and  production  of  the  seedlings  in 
Florida,  and  their  subjection  to  pathological  and  ag- 
ronomic tests  in  the  various  cane-growing  states,  in 
cooperation  with  state  experiment  stations,  now  form 
a  coordinated  program  designed  to  obtain  improved 
varieties  with  the  minimum  of  time  and  expense. 
The  purpose  of  this  paper  is  to  present  briefly  the 
methods  and  some  preliminary  results  of  disease- 
resistance  studies  conducted  during  the  past  four 
years. 


Diseases  Studied  and  Location  of  Work 

The  principal  diseases  to  which  the  reaction  of  all 
new  seedlings  is  determined  are:  Mosaic,  red  rot 
(Colletotrichum  falcatum),  root  diseases  {Pythium 
arrhenomanes — root  rot  and  associated  fungal  and 
faunal  complex),  sheathrot  (Cytospora  sacchari), 
pokkah  boeng  (Fusarium  sp.),  red  stripe  (Phytomo- 
nas  rubrMneans) ,  eye  spot  (Helminthosporium  sac- 
chari), and  brown  stripe  (H.  stenospilum) .  With  the 
exception  of  eye  spot,  all  these  diseases  and  several 
so-called  "minor"  ones  occur  in  Louisiana  and 
throughout  the  sirup-producing  states;  eye  spot  has 
thus  far  been  found  only  in  the  lower  peninsula  sec- 
tion of  Florida. 

Seedling  tests  with  both  eye  spot  and  brown  stripe, 
as  well  as  with  the  ubiquitous  brown  spot  (Cercospora 
longipes),  are  confined  to  Florida,  where,  as  a  rule, 
exposure  to  severe  natural  infection  is  regularly  ob- 
tained on  the  original  stools  at  the  Canal  Point  breed- 
ing station.  A  small  red  stripe  test  of  advanced  selec- 
tions and  imported  varieties  is  maintained  at  Cairo, 
Georgia,  on  one  of  the  Department's  sirup-cane  test- 
ing fields.  The  light  sandy  soils  of  this  locality  and 
the  particularly  favoring  August  and  September  wea- 
ther enable  a  more  accurate  appraisal  of  susceptibility 
than  is  obtained  in  Louisiana. 

Tests  of  resistance  to  the  remaining  diseases,  espe- 
cially mosaic,  red  rot,  and  root  rot  which  are  of  great- 

*Paper  presented  at  the  Fifth  Congress  of  the  Interna- 
tional Society  of  Sugar  Cane  Technologists,  Brisbane,  Aus- 
tralia, August,  1935. 

The  writers  are  grateful  to  Robert  L.  Tippett  and  Arthur 
Pellegrin,  employees  at  the  U.  S.  Sugar  Plant  Field  Sta- 
tion, Houma,  La.,  for  painstaking  assistance  with  the  large 
number  of  routine  inoculations  reported  in  this  paper. 
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est  importance,  are  centered  at  the  United  States 
Sugar  Plant  Field  Station  at  Houma,  Louisiana.  Here 
both  soil  and  climatic  conditions  are  sufficiently  fa- 
vorable to  enable  reliable  judgment  of  resistance  or 
susceptibility  of  new  seedlings  in  a  period  of  from  one 
to  three  years. 

Types  of  Resistance  Trials  and  Testing 
Procedure 
Two  types  of  tests  are  regularly  conducted;  first, 
those  of  a  qualitative  nature,  such  as  the  leaf-spot 
comparisons  mentioned  above,  and  the  voluminous 
nursery  records  on  the  absence  or  estimated  relative 
severity  of  all  other  diseases  which  are  taken  into 
consideration  in  the  first  seedling  eliminations;  and 
second,  those  of  a  quantitative  nature  to  determine 
the  effect  of  a  disease  on  yields.  Because  of  a  certain 
degree  of  susceptibility  of  most  seedlings  to  one  or 
more  diseases,  the  latter  tests  are  required  to  find 
out  in  advance  the  probable  damage  by  a  particular 
disease  to  an  otherwise  resistant  and  commercially 
promising  seedling  or  imported  variety  before  recom- 
mendation to  growers.  Such  tests  are  designed  to 
simulate  representative  commercial  conditions  and  are 
of  the  conventional  replicated  type.  Contrary  to  the 
qualitative  nursery  trials,  where  disease  spread  among 
the  seedlings  is  favored,  an  effort  is  made  to  locate 
the  yield  comparisons  where  they  will  still  be  repre- 
sentative of  plantation  conditions  but  where  the 
healthy  controls  of  the  variety  tested  will  be  less  sub- 
ject to  natural  infection  and,  therefore,  furnish  a  re- 
liable basis  for  determining  losses.  The  results  from 
several  years'  testing  of  this  type  for  red  rot  have 
recently  been  published  by  Abbott1  and  for  mosaic 
by  Summers  and  Rands8.  Experiments  of  this  type 
are  also  conducted  by  pathologists  of  the  Louisiana 


Experiment  Station.  Such  tests  will  not  be  discussed 
further  in  this  paper,  which  is  devoted  primarily  to 
initial  tests  of  resistance  in  the  nursery  as  an  aid  in 
seedling  elimination  and  as  a  guide  for  further  breed- 
ing work  in  Florida. 

Resistance  Tests  in  the  Nursery 

Each  new  seedling  planted  at  the  Houma,  Louisi- 
ana, field  station  is  first  grown  in  a  5  to  12-foot  sin- 
gle-row, nursery  plot.  The  seedlings  represent  agro- 
nomic selections  from  larger  numbers  growing  as  the 
original  stools  at  Canal  Point,  Florida.  They  are  stud- 
ied by  both  agronomists  and  pathologists  whose  com- 
bined records  determine  which  shall  be  replanted. 

Since  1933,  special  pathology  nurseries  of  complete 
progenies,  or  families  (i.  e.,  including  all  seedlings) 
from  the  best  crosses,  have  been  increasingly  grown 
in  Louisiana  for  more  accurate  comparison  of  the 
value  of  crosses  and  for  the  beginning  of  a  study  on 
inheritance  of  resistance  to  the  more  important  dis- 
eases. Furthermore,  as  the  total  number  of  seedlings 
produced  at  Canal  Point  has  rapidly  increased,  and  a 
close  agronomic  selection  among  the  original  stools 
under  the  peculiar  soil  conditions  there  has  proven 
unreliable  for  other  cane  areas,  an  increasing  propor- 
tion of  the  primary  selections  are  being  picked  out  at 
Houma  from  these  family  nurseries  and  distributed 
to  other  stations.  Only  those  seedlings  with  appar- 
ently satisfactory  disease  resistance,  and  falling  with- 
in rather  liberal  commercial  limits  in  type  of  growth 
and  sucrose  content  are  distributed  and  locally  re- 
planted in  line  tests.  Further  disease  observations 
and  tests  are  conducted  the  second  season  on  these 
increase  plots,  as  well  as  on  the  stubbles,  or  ratoons, 
of  the  original  planting.  Such  data,  combined  with 
more  reliable  sucrose  analyses  and  preliminary  yield 
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figures    (obtained   by   agronomists)    determine   which 
seedlings  shall  be  put  into  variety  and  other  tests  for 
intensive  study  of  commercial  adaptability. 
Tests  for  Mosaic  Reaction 

Since  1929  all  new  seedlings  and  imported  varieties 
have  been  artificially  inoculated  with  the  mosaic  virus. 
Very  young  cane  up  to  a  foot  in  height  has  always 
given  the  highest  percentages  of  "takes."  The  pro- 
cedure is  usually  to  inoculate  the  first  2  to  5  pri- 
mary shoots  in  each  nursery  row,  employing  the 
needle-puncture  method  described  by  Matz4  and  using 
extracted  leaf  juice  from  a  very  susceptible  variety. 
The  Sein7  method  has  occasionally  been  used,  but  for 
local  conditions  and  the  range  of  cane  types  to  be 
inoculated  it  is  considered  less  effective.  With  some 
experience,  two  trained  assistants  have  inoculated  as 
many  as  3,000  seedlings  in  a  week's  time.  Those 
seedlings  not  taking  the  disease  nor  contracting  it 
naturally  during  the  first  season  are  reinoculated  as 
first  ratoons  the  second  season.  All  mosaic-free  selec- 
tions are  subsequently  again  tested. 

The  recent  discovery  of  strains9  of  the  mosaic  vi- 
rus, which  obviously  differ  in  virulence  on  different 
seedlings,  has  somewhat  complicated  the  testing  pro- 
cedure. Therefore,  since  1933  both  single-strain  and 
known  mixtures  of  strains  have  been  used  as  inocu- 
lum, especially  a  mixture  of  strains  2  and  4,  which 
are  responsible  for  most  of  the  "ordinary"  mosaic  in 
commercial  fields  in  Louisiana. 

Two  sets  of  records  are  made  before  the  cane  be- 
comes too  tall  to  readily  distinguish  the  symptoms. 
The  latter  are  roughly  classified  as  "mild"  (with  lit- 
tle chlorosis)  and  "severe"  (definite  chlorosis  with  or 
without  necrosis  and  obvious  stunting  of  plants). 
Such    differences    in    symptoms,    which    are    common 


among  seedlings  from  certain  crosses  and  rare  in 
others,  are  due  apparently  in  some  cases  to  differ- 
ences in  host  reaction  to  the  same  strain  and  in  others 
to  a  difference  in  response  to  different  strains  of  the 
virus.  Therefore,  unless  the  particular  seedling  pat- 
tern has  been  "typed"  by  comparison  with  symptom- 
patterns  of  known  differential  hosts,  it  is  impossible 
to  determine  by  inspection  what  particular  virus 
strain  is  involved. 

Table  1  shows  the  percentage  of  seedlings  from  sev- 
eral crosses  that  contracted  mosaic,  both  from  artifi- 
cial and  natural  infection,  during  one  to  three  years' 
testing  at  Houma,  Louisiana.  There  are  first  listed  five 
primary  crosses  between  noble  varieties  very  suscept- 
ible to  mosaic  and  the  immune  wild  cane,  Saccharum 
spontaneum,  from  various  sources.  Contrasted  with 
experience  in  Java  with  Cheribon  X  Glagah  crosses, 
which  are  said  to  have  given  all  immune  offspring, 
the  Glagah  from  Pasoeroean  used  here  as  well  as  the 
spontaneums  from  other  sources,  except  Importation 
470,  have,  when  crossed  with  other  noble  varieties, 
given  some  mosaic  susceptible  seedlings.  Although 
most  of  such  mosaic  individuals  are  intermediate,  or 
show  similarity  in  appearance  to  the  wild  parent, 
chromosome  counts  are  being  made  in  connection 
with  breeding  work  of  the  Division  which  are  ex- 
pected to  determine  definitely  whether  or  not  they 
are  hybrids.  Should  they  prove  to  be  such,  the  in- 
complete dominance  of  mosaic  resistance  indicated 
by  these  results  might  be  explained  by  the  slight 
heterozygosity  of  the  different  spontaneums  as  indi- 
cated by  known  differences  in  their  chromosome  num- 
ber. The  extremely  vigorous  and  apparently  mosaic- 
immune  "synthetic  Kassoer,"  G-107  from  Java,  used 
in  the  sixth  cross  with  Saccharum  robustum  (mosaic 
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susceptible)   from  New  Guinea  gave  but  one  mosaic 
susceptible  seedling. 

Mosaic  incidence  among  seedlings  from  three  back- 
crosses  (7c,  8b,  and  9a)  made  by  Dr.  G.  B.  Sartoris 
in  his  modified  convergent  breeding  program6  are 
listed  in  Table  1  along  with  the  results  of  tests  on 
the  families  from  which  the  pollen  parent  was  selected. 
In  each  of  these  series  of  crosses  all  pollen  parents, 
with  the  exception  of  C.P.  28-36,  are  apparently  im- 
mune to  mosaic  while  all  female  parents  are  suscept- 
ible. However,  P.O.J.  2725  has  never  been  found  in- 
fected in  Louisiana.  For  example,  in  Series  7  U.  S. 
1694  has  never  developed  mosaic  and  is  practically 
immune  to  root  rot;  a  mating  of  this  with  D-74  (very 
susceptible)  gave  C.P.  27-38  (mosaic-free)  which  was 
crossed  (7b)  with  Co.  281  (very  susceptible,  but  early 
maturing  and  otherwise  of  great  value),  and  from 
this  C.P.  28-44  (mosaic-free  and  possessing  other 
valuable  characters  of  U.  S.  1694)  was  selected.  In 
1932,  C.P.  28-44  was  crossed  back  on  Co.  281  (7c)  to 
intensify  the  desirable  characters  transmitted  by  this 
variety. 

TABLE  1. — Incidence  of  mosaic  among  seedlings  from  a  series  of  crosses  tested 
at  Houma,  Louisiana 


Year 
made 

Tested  for  mosaic 

Cross 

Number 

seedlings 

tested 

Percent 

of 
seedlings 
showing 
mosaic 

No. 

Female       and       Male  Parents 

Prim 
1 

ary  crosses — 

D-95  X  Sacharum  epontaneum  (Tabongo  col- 
lection)   

1932 
1932 
1932 
1932 
1936 
1932 

147 

148 

148 

149 

79 

130 

6.8 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

D-95  X  S.  spontaneum  (Paf.oeroean)... 

D-95  X  S.  Spontaneum  (Importation  238)  .. 

D-95  X  S.  spontaneum  (Importation  470) 

Otsheite  X  S.  spontaneum  (Importation  238) 
G-107  X  S.  robustum  (N.  G.  251) 

9.5 
1.4 
0.0 
22.8 
0.8 

Back-crosses — 


P.  O.  J.  213  (Selfed  seed  from  India). 

(a)  D-74  X  U.  S.  1694. 

(b)  Co.  281  X  C.  P.  27/38 

(c)  Co.  281  X  C.  P.  28/44 

P.  O.  J.  2725  X  U.  S.  1694 

(a)  Co.  281  X  C.  P.  27/146 

(b)  Co.  281  X  C.  P.  28/36 

Co.  281  X  U.  S.  1694 

(a)  Co.  281  X  C.  P.  30/23. 


1920 

31 

1927 

15 

1928 

52 

1932 

74 

1927 

43 

1928 

11 

1932 

89 

1930 

1 

1932 

140 

9.7 
36.4 
34.6 
66.2 

0.3 
27.3 
64.0 

0.0 
78.6 


Commercial  crosses — 


Co.  281  (S.*)  X  U.  S.  1694  (I.*) 

Co.  281  (S.)  X  U.  S.  1694  (I.) 

Co.  281  (S.)  X  P.  O.  J.  2878  (M.  S.). 
Co.  281  (S.)  X  P.  O.  J.  2878  (M.  S.) 

D-74  (V.  S.)  X  U.  S.  1694  (I.) 

P.  O.  J.  2364  (I.)  X  C.  P.  726  (?).... 
P.  O.  J.  2725  (R.)  X  C.  P.  1165  (I.)_ 
P.  0.  J.  2725  (R.)  X  C.  P.  1161  (L)- 

P.  O.  J.  2753  (S.)  X  1-1081  (I.) 

P.  O.  J.  2775  (M.  S.)  X  1-1081  (L)~ 


1931 

453 

1932 

99 

1929 

26 

1931 

406 

1932 

78 

1932 

215 

1929 

60 

1932 

159 

1932 

127 

1932 

146 

51.4 
50.5 
26.9 
39.4 
50.0 
22.3 
3.3 
25.2 
40.2 
24.7 


•Initials  in  parentheses  refer  to  mosaic  susceptibility  of  the  variety: 
S. — susceptible;  V.  S. — very  susceptible;  M.  S—  moderately  susceptible; 
R.— resistant;  and  I. — apparently  immune. 

It  may  be  noted  that  the  intensification  as  thus  far 
carried  out  has  in  each  of  these  back  crosses  appar- 
ently also  intensified  or  segregated  the  characters  for 
mosaic  susceptibility.  However,  there  remain  in  each 
case  sufficient  mosaic-free  seedlings  which  can  be 
used  for  further  back-crossing  as  well  as  for  imme- 
diate recombination  of  dominant  favorable  factors 
through  brother-sister  or  other  matings. 

The  so-called  commercial  crosses  listed  in  Table  1 
include  most  of  the  parent  combinations  such  as  Nos. 


16,  17,  10,  and  13,  that  have  been  found  to  give  the 
highest  percentage  of  commercially  promising  seed- 
lings for  Louisiana  and  the  sirup-producing  states. 
Because  of  the  necessity  for  early  maturity,  the  mo- 
saic susceptible  Co.  281  must  be  used,  even  though 
one-third  to  one-half  of  the  offspring  are  discarded 
on  account  of  mosaic.  However,  as  shown  by  Abbott1, 
Co.  281  is  probably  more  resistant  to  red  rot  than 
any  variety  thus  far  tested  in  Louisiana.  Further- 
more, it  possesses  the  rare  and  valuable  quality  of 
keeping  in  the  windrow  as  demonstrated  by  Balch 
and  Lauritzen.2  A  commercially  resistant,  early  ma- 
turing seedling  from  the  cross  Co.  281  X  U.  S.  1694 
is  C.P.  28-19,  recently  recommended  to  growers. 

Tests  of  Resistance  to  Red  Rot 

The  somewhat  complicated  and  laborious  procedure 
required  for  reliable  determination  of  resistance  to  the 
red  rot  fungus  have  been  published  by  Abbott1.  Be- 
cause of  the  time  and  expense  involved,  such  tests 
have  usually  been  limited  to  the  second-year  or  later 
agronomic  selections  on  which  frequently  they  have 
been   extended   to   replicated,   inoculation   field   trials. 

A  few  complete  family  groups  have  been  studied,  of 
which  two  are  considered  here,  viz.,  the  large  1931 
progenies  from  Co.  281  X  U.  S.  1694,  and  Co.  281  X 
P.O.J.  2878.  These  crosses  are  listed  in  Table  1  as 
numbers  10  and  13,  respectively. 

In  Table  2  the  seedlings  from  these  two  crosses  are 
arranged  in  frequency  classes  which  indicate  not  only 
the  separate  number  and  percentage  of  the  whole 
family  falling  in  each  susceptibility  class  for  red  rot, 
but  also  the  proportion  of  each  class  that  proved  ap- 
parently immune  or  susceptible  to  mosaic.  It  is,  of 
course,  important  to  know  whether  the  factors  deter- 
mining resistance  to  one  of  these  serious  diseases  are 
inherited  independently  of  the  other  or  whether  re- 
sistance or  susceptibility  to  one  may  be  associated 
with  resistance  or  susceptibility  to  the  other.  Co.  281 
is  highly  resistant  to  red  rot  but  susceptible  to  mo- 
saic; U.  S.  1694  is  very  susceptible  to  red  rot  but 
apparently  immune  to  mosaic;  and  P.O.J.  2878  is 
moderately  susceptible  to  red  rot  and  fairly  suscept- 
ible to  mosaic.  In  the  first  cross  particularly,  it  might 
reasonably  be  expected  that  those  seedlings  approach- 
ing Co.  281  in  appearance  and  red  rot  resistance 
might  be  more  susceptible  to  mosaic,  because  of  the 
susceptibility  of  this  parent;  conversely  those  ap- 
proaching U.  S.  1694  and  apparently  immune  to  mo- 
saic might  be  more  susceptible  to  red  rot.  Neverthe- 
less, neither  is  the  case  as  is  obvious  from  a  glance 
at  the  actual  distributions.  The  absence  of  any  such 
dependence  in  reaction  to  the  two  diseases  is  further 
confirmed  by  the  insignificant  odds  obtained  from 
subjecting  the  data  to  the  Chi-square  test  as  outlined 
by  Fisher. 

Further  tests  were  made  for  goodness-of-fit  between 
presence  or  absence  of  mosaic  and  (1)  weight  per 
stalk  (this  being  taken  as  a  rough  measure  of  vigor 
and  cane  yield)  and  (2)  sucrose,  per  cent,  juice.  It 
was  thought  that  those  seedlings  approaching  U.  S. 
1694  and  P.O.J.  2878  in  vigor  and  low  sucrose  under 
Louisiana  conditions,  might  prove  to  be  more  resist- 
ant to  mosaic.  However,  such  did  not  prove  to  be 
true. 
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TABLE  2.— Classification  of  705  seedlings  from  two  crosses  according  to 
reaction  to  red  rot  and  mosaic 


Red  Rot  Rating 

Mod- 

erately 

Very 

Mosaic 

Resistant 

Sus- 

Sus- 

Sus- 

Totals 

Odds 

Rating 

ceptible 

ceptible 

ceptible 

favoring 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

depend- 
ence 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

No. 

cent 

No. 

cent 

No. 

cent 

No. 

cent 

No. 

cent 

Co.  28)  X  ji.  8  if)!)-.! 

Mosaic — 

Absent- 

10 

2.6 

61 

15.7 

96 

24.7 

46 

11.8 

213 

54.8 

Present  . 

8 

2.0 

40 

10.3 

81 

20.8 

47 

12.1 

176 

45.2 

Total.., 

18 

4.6 

101 

26.0 

177 

45.5 

93 

23.9 

389 

100.0 

1:1 

Co.  281  X  I1  O.  J.  2S78 

Mosaic — 

Absent- 

49 

15.5 

52 

16.5 

69 

21.8 

27 

8.5 

197 

62.3 

Present  . 

19 

6.0 

29 

9.2 

48 

15.2 

23 

7.3 

119 

37.7 

Total— 

68 

21.5 

81 

25.7 

117 

37.0 

50 

15.8 

316 

100.0 

4:1 

Combining  the  "moderately  susceptible"  (equiva- 
lent to  moderately  resistant)  and  the  resistant  red  rot 
classes,  and  considering  only  those  seedlings  that  re- 
mained free  from  mosaic,  it  is  evident  that  only  18 
per  cent,  of  those  from  the  first  cross  and  32  per  cent, 
of  the  second  are  available  for  agronomic  selection. 
However,  the  numbers  are  still  further  reduced  be- 
cause of  too  great  susceptibility  to  other  diseases. 
Therefore,  out  of  86  primary  selections  made  from 
the  859  seedlings  of  those  two  progenies  at  Houma 
but  33  were  promising  enough  to  warrant  replanting 
in  the  fall  of  1934.  # 

Tests  of  Resistance  to  Root  Rot  and 
Miscellaneous  Diseases 

Resistance  or  susceptibility  to  root  diseases  has 
thus  far  been  merely  estimated  by  comparison  with 
the  known  reaction  of  control  varieties  interspersed 
throughout  the  seedling  plantings.  The  pathology 
nurseries  are  usually  located  on  heavy,  poorly  drained 
soils  and  any  seedling  showing  an  extent  of  suckering 
and  vigor,  especially  in  ratoon  crops,  approaching 
Co.  290  or  C.P.  807  is  considered  resistant  to  root  dis- 
eases. Of  course,  failure  or  initial  slow  growth  of 
ratoons  may  be  due  to  other  causes  such  as  red  rot 
of  the  stubbles,  or  in  some  cases  to  early  cutting  of 
the  plant-cane  followed  by  successive  freezing  back 
of  the  sprouting  ratoons  during  the  winter.  There- 
fore, it  is  first  necessary  to  differentiate  as  far  as  pos- 
sible these  other  growth-inhibiting  factors  before  mak- 
ing even  an  approximate  estimate  of  root  rot  sus- 
ceptibility. Even  then  it  has  proven  impractical  to 
differentiate  resistance  from  inherent  vigor,  which  two 
characteristics  under  Louisiana  conditions  at  least 
must  be  controlled  by  the  same  or  very  closely  asso- 
ciated factors.  The  very  vigorous  Kassoer  and  its 
first  "noblizations,"  for  example,  are  extremely  re- 
sistant while  Chunnee  X  noble  canes  gives  seedlings 
of  variable  reaction,  as  also  reported  by  others. 

Estimates  of  resistance  to  the  principal  root  rotting 
fungus  (Pythium  arrhenomanes)  in  the  field  are  com- 
plicated by  specialized  strains  of  different  virulence 
and  uneven  distribution5.  Therefore,  to  make  certain 
of  exposure,  the  pathology  nurseries  are  inoculated 
during  a  rainy  period  with  a  mixture  of  the  most 
virulent  strains,  produced  separately  in  large  quan- 
tity in  quart  fruit  jars  containing  a  sand-corn-meal 
medium.  Accurate  comparisons  of  varietal  resistance 
are  usually  limited  to  greenhouse  tests  as  outlined  in 
the  article  cited. 


Field  tests  of  resistance  to  sheath  rot,  red  stripe, 
and  pokkah  boeng  are  also  based  on  visual  estimates, 
with  sometimes  comparative  counts  of  sucker  suppres- 
sion in  case  of  the  first  mentioned  and  of  top  rotting 
or  suppression  from  the  others.  Abundant  exposure  is 
favored  in  the  nurseries  by  interspersing  very  sus- 
ceptible varieties  among  the  seedlings  and  by  scat- 
tering diseased  material  from  the  previous  crop.  In 
case  of  red  stripe  a  suspension  of  the  bacterium  from 
pure  cultures  is  atomized  over  the  plants  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  critical  period  for  infection  and  damage. 

The  great  variation  from  year  to  year  in  prevalence 
and  severity  of  all  three  of  these  diseases  render 
somewhat  unreliable  attempted  comparisons  of  pro- 
genies which  for  practical  reasons  cannot  be  carried 
over  a  period  of  years.  A  number  of  otherwise  valu- 
able selections  have  had  to  be  discarded  because  of 
extreme  susceptibility  to  one  or  other  of  these  dis- 
eases commonly  rated  as  of  "minor  importance."  Such 
experience  has  emphasized  the  necessity  of  prolonged 
tests  of  selections  at  least  to  make  sure  of  their  re- 
sistance to  these  diseases. 

Summary 

Methods  of  testing  sugarcane  seedlings  for  resist- 
ance to  diseases  in  the  southern  United  States  and 
some  of  the  results  are  briefly  outlined  and  discussed 
in  relation  to  inheritance  and  the  practical  program 
for  production  of  superior,  resistant  varieties. 

Incomplete  dominance  of  resistance  to  mosaic  is  in- 
dicated by  five  "primary"  crosses  between  susceptible 
noble  varieties  and  various  collections  of  the  immune 
Saccharum  spontaneum. 

Mosaic  susceptibility  was  apparently  increased  as  a 
result  of  back-crossing  various  resistant  seedlings  with 
the  susceptible  Co.  281  parent. 

A  wide  range  of  mosaic  susceptibility  is  shown 
among  seedling  families  from  various  "commercial 
crosses."  Two  such  families  tested  also  for  resistance 
to  red  rot  reveal  but  18  per  cent,  and  32  per  cent., 
respectively,  of  the  seedlings  that  were  both  resistant 
to  mosaic  and  commercially  resistant  to  red  rot. 

Classification  of  the  separate  disease  ratings  on  70S 
seedlings  of  the  above  two  families  showed  that  re- 
sistance, or  susceptibility  to  one  of  the  diseases  was 
independent  of  the  reaction  of  the  same  seedlings  to 
the  other  diseases. 
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The  Latest  News  From  Washington 


(By  C  J. 

The  negotiations  between  the  Committee  of  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  and  the  Sugar  Section, 
AAA,  with  regard  to  all  features  of  the  Louisiana 
sugar  program,  have  reached  a  stalemate  at  this  writ- 
ing. Following  the  open  public  meeting  at  Baton 
Rouge,  at  which  time  there  was  an  informal  general 
discussion  between  representatives  of  the  Sugar  Sec- 
tion and  individual  growers  and  processors,  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  League  came  to  Washington  and  sought 
to  reach  agreements  on  several  matters.  To  date 
there  has  been  no  agreement. 

With  regard  to  the  1935  Sugarcane  Purchase  Con- 
tract, the  two  growers  on  the  League  Committee,  Mr. 
Percy  Lemann  and  Mr.  Leon  Landry,  submitted  a 
proposed  basis  for  payments  in  the  Purchase  Contract 
to  Mr.  John  B.  Hutson,  Director  of  the  Sugar  Section, 
AAA,  with  the  approval  of  Mr.  C.  D.  Kemper  and 
Mr.  Frank  Barker,  the  two 
processors  on  the  League 
Committee,  as  expressed  in 
the  following  letter: 

"As  a  result  of  extended 
discussions  and  conferences 
among  sugarcane  growers  in 
Louisiana,  we  are  pleased 
to  submit  the  following: 
.  "It  is  our  suggestion  that 
the  1934  Cane  Purchase 
Contract  be  used  with  two 
exceptions:  (1)  the  deter- 
mination of  standard  cane 
and  its  adjustments;  and 
(2)    the    payment    schedule. 

"We  suggest  that  the  def- 
inition of  standard  cane  and 
its  adjustments  be  as  tenta- 
tively determined  by  the 
Secretary,  namely:  that 
each  processor  will  pay  the 

same  premiums  and  discounts  which  he  used  to  adjust 
the  sugarcane  purchased  in  1933  to  standard  cane, 
but  in  no  case  shall  the  discount  be  greater  than  2 
cents  for  each  full  one-tenth  per  cent,  that  the  sucrose 
falls  below  that  of  standard  cane,  until  it  reaches  9% 
per  cent.,  and  that  the  increase  shall  be  not  less  than 
7/10  of  1  cent  for  each  full  one-tenth  per  cent,  that 
the  sucrose  exceeds  12^  per  cent. 

"The  price  of  $1.00  per  cent  is  a  fair  price  for 
standard  cane  when  the  price  of  raw  sugar  is  3.5  cents 
per  pound,  f.  o.  b.  New  Orleans.  When  the  price  of 
raw  sugar  falls  below  3.5  cents  per  pound  then  the 
price  per  cent  paid  by  the  processor  for  standard  cane 
must  be  adjusted  in  accordance  with  the  decrease  in 
the  price  of  sugar,  as  follows: 

When  raw  sugars  are  3.5  cents  standard  cane  will 
be  worth  $1.00  to  the  cent. 

When  raw  sugars  are  3.25  cents  standard  cane  will 
be  worth  95  cents  to  the  cent. 

When  raw  sugars  are  3  cents  standard  cane  will  be 
worth  90  cents  to  the  cent. 

When  raw  sugars  are  2.75  cents  standard  cane  will 
be  worth  85  cents  to  the  cent. 

With  the  intervening  prices  of  sugar  adjusted  in 
proportion. 


IT  HAS  been  customary  to  publish  in  the 
September  15th  issue  of  the  Sugar  Bul- 
letin, which  is  printed  just  before  the  an- 
nual meeting,  the  names  of  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  League  in  good  standing  at 
that  time.  This  list  has  ordinarily  occupied 
some  14  or  15  pages.  During  the  year  1935 
the  membership  of  the  League  more  than 
doubled,  being  now  6232.  A  list  of  that 
magnitude  would  occupy  so  much  space 
that  its  publication  has  been  necessarily 
omitted. 

A  symposium  of  scientific  articles  has 
been  kindly  contributed  to  this  issue  by 
various  eminent  authorities  and  all  of 
them  will  repay  careful   reading. 


Bourg) 

"When  the  processor  pays  $1.00  to  the  cent  for 
standard  cane  at  3Mj  cents  sugar,  he  is  in  reality 
retaining  52.2  pounds  of  raw  sugar  and  the  molasses, 
the  proceeds  of  which  ($2,127)  have  to  cover  freight, 
hoisting,  manufacture,  carrying  charges  and  his  mar- 
gin on  a  ton  of  cane. 

"This  gross  return  of  the  processor  is  appreciably 
less  than  the  cost  of  producing  sugar  in  Louisiana,  as 
determined  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
for  the  years  1931-32,  and  costs  in  1935  are  well 
known  to  be  considerably  higher  than  those  of  1931- 
32.  Hence  to  require  the  processor  to  pay  $1.00  per 
ton  for  cane  when  sugar  is  less  than  3Y2  cents  per 
pound,  is  to  force  him  to  lose  money,  which  means  to 
jeopardize  payments  to  growers  for  cane. 

"Should  the  price  of  sugar  drop  to  $3.25  the  pro- 
cessor would  have  to  retain 
approximately  56  pounds  of 
sugar  to  cover  the  same 
items,  and  should  the  price 
of  sugar  be  $3.00  the  pro- 
cessor would  need  61  pounds 
of  sugar  to  cover  these  same 
items,  and  at  $2.75  sugar 
he  must  retain  86  pounds. 
"The  growers  of  Louisi- 
ana would  appreciate  an 
early  decision." 

While  the  discussions 
seem  to  indicate  that  the 
Sugar  Section  would  recom- 
mend the  adoption  of  the 
above  proposed  basis  in 
most  particulars,  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Sugar  Section 
was  that  the  rate  of  $1.00 
to  the  cent  for  each  ton  of 
standard  cane  should  begin 
when  raw  sugar  sells  at  3x/4  cents  per  pound,  instead 
of  when  raw  sugar  sells  at  3%  cents  per  pound  as 
proposed  by  the  growers. 

The  official  Public  Hearing  on  the  1936-37  Sugar- 
cane Production  Adjustment  Contract  having  been 
adjourned  from  August  28th  to  September  11th,  the 
hearing  was  reopened  on  the  latter  date.  The  Con- 
mittee  representing  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 
and  speaking  for  the  growers  of  Louisiana,  appeared 
at  the  hearing  and  announced  officially  their  decision 
not  to  present  evidence  or  to  file  briefs  with  regard 
to  the  proposed  contract  until  the  following  matters 
had  become  the  subject  of  a  satisfactory  determina- 
tion or  settlement: 

1.  The  1934  final  benefit  payments  have  not  been 
made  to  growers  in  Louisiana,  although  they  have 
been  due  since  March   1,  1935. 

2.  The  1935  advance  benefit  payments  have  not 
been  made  to  growers  in  Louisiana,  although  they 
also  are  past  due. 

3.  Penalties  unacceptable  to  Louisiana  are  pro- 
posed by  the  AAA,  to  be  applied  against  cooperating 
growers,   amounting   to   $2.00   and   $3.00   per   ton   of 
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WILL  J.  GIBBENS,  JR. 

Sugar  Machinery 


TOOLS  SUPPLIES 

PANS,  EVAPORATORS,  HEATERS 

MUNPACE  CRYSTALLIZERS 


Representing : 
FULTON  IRON  WORKS 
AMERICAN  TOOL  &  MACHINE  CO. 
DAYTON-DOWD  CO. 
FULLER  COMPANY 
ERIE  CITY  IRON  WORKS 
WHITCOMB  LOCOMOTIVE  CO. 


WHITNEY  BLDG. 


NEW  ORLEANS 


cane,  which  amounts  are  confiscatory  and  not  consist- 
ent with  other  programs  under  the  AAA. 

4.  The  1935  Sugarcane  Purchase  Contract  has  not 
been  agreed  upon,  because  the  "final  determination" 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  not  been  made 
with  reference  to  the  "fair  price"  for  sugarcane  to  be 
delivered  to  factories  within  the  next  few  weeks,  de- 
spite months  of  negotiations. 

The  Committee  decided  that  because  of  the  direct 
relationship  between  the  final  determination  or  settle- 
ment of  the  above  four  questions,  and  the  provisions 
of  the  1936-37  Sugarcane  Production  Adjustment 
Contract,  it  would  not  be  good  policy  for  the  grow- 
ers of  Louisiana  to  enter  into  a  new  agreement,  when 
so  many  important  determinations  are  pending  on  ex- 
isting agreements.  In  short,  the  growers  of  Louisiana 
feel  that  the  answers  to  the  four  questions  are  neces- 
sary before  a  completely  intelligent  discussion  can  be 
had  on  a  Sugarcane  Production  Adjustment  Contract 
which  is  intended  to  cover  the  crops  to  be  harvested 
at  the  end  of  1936  and  1937,  or  more  than  twelve 
months  and  twenty-four  months  in  the  future  re- 
spectively. 


CONFERENCE   ROOM 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  takes  pleasure 
In    offering    a   comfortable 

PRIVATE  CONFERENCE  ROOM 

to  any  of  Its  members  who  may  have  occasion  to  use  It. 
Business  conferences  in  New  Orleans  may  thus  be  held  in 
a  secluded  and  entirely  neutral  atmosphere,  which  is 
sometimes  preferable  to  using  the  office  of  one  of  the 
conferring  parties.  No  advance  notice  necessary.  Just 
use  the  room  at  yonr  convenience. 


SUGAR    STORAGE 

AND  FINANCING 

FIREPROOF  WAREHOUSES  PREFERRED  FACILITIES 

LOWEST  INSURANCE  RATES 


Douglas  Public  Service 

Corporation 

Our  "Block  Y"  and  "Appalachian"  units  have  private  sidings  connecting  with  Missouri  Pa- 
cific, Texas  &  Pacific,  Gulf  Coast  Lines,  Illinois  Central,  Texas  and  New  Orleans,  and  New 
Orleans  Public  Belt  Railroads. 


118  N.  FRONT  ST. 


PHONES  MAIN  6063—6067 


NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 


1.LU.  I"..."!  Il'.._  ....   till 
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Established  1912 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

Room  201  Nola  Bldg. 

Phone  RAymond  0679  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 


Our  services  are  exclusively  for  our  clients,  as  we  do  not  trade  in  sugar,  molasses, 

or  syrup  for  our  own  account. 


We  solicit  your  inquiries  for 

Filter  Press  Cloths 

Inside  Filter  Bags 

Outside  Filter  Bags 

We  carry  a  large  stock  in  our  New  Orleans  factory  and  can  make 

immediate  shipment. 


FOSTER  MANUFACTURING  CO.,  INC. 

Tarpaulins  For  Sale  or  Rent 

430-438  NOTRE  DAME  STREET  :-:  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Sales  Agent:  CHARLES  WIGGIN,  329  BALTER  Bldg.,  New  Orleans,  La. 
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Technologists  to  Meet  in  Louisiana 
injj>38 

A  cablegram  has  been  received  from  Dr.  E.  W. 
Brandes  by  Dr.  S.  F.  Sherwood  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  in  which  Dr.  Brandes  says: 

"Notify  Louisiana  invitation  accepted.  Elected 
Brandes  Chairman  Edgerton  Secretary." 

This  message  comes  from  Mackay,  Queensland,  un- 
der date  of  Sept.  6th,  and  means  that  an  invitation 
was  extended  to  the  International  Society  of  Sugar 
Cane  Technologists  now  meeting  there  to  hold  their 
next  meeting,  which  will  be  in  1938,  in  Louisiana.  The 
invitation  was  presumably  extended  by  Mr.  W.  G. 
Taggart  in  behalf  of  the  Louisiana  State  University. 


Small  Growers  May  Market  up  to 

100  Tons  of  Sugarcane 

Under  New  Rulings 

Administrative  rulings  governing  the  marketing  of 
Louisiana  sugarcane  in  1935  were  announced  by  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration  September  3d 
which  will  permit  small  growers  to  market  up  to  100 
tons  of  cane,  regardless  of  their  base  production.  The 
rulings  also  provide  that  growers  of  more  than  100 
tons  of  cane  may  market  up  to  20  per  cent,  in  excess 
of  their  base  production  if  they  accept  deductions  in 
their   benefit  payments. 

Under  the  rulings  any  contracting  grower  may 
market  a  quantity  of  sugarcane  up  to  20  per  cent,  in 
excess  of  his  base  production,  or  up  to   100  tons  of 


sugarcane,  whichever  is  the  larger.  Deductions  will 
be  made  from  the  payments  of  those  growers  having 
a  base  production  of  100  tons  or  more  who  elect  to 
market  a  quantity  in  excess  of  their  base  production. 

The  deductions  from  benefit  payments  for  those 
growers  who  elect  to  accept  the  deductions  will  be  at 
the  rate  of  $2  per  ton  on  each  ton  marketed  between 
100  and  110  per  cent,  of  the  base  production.  The 
deduction  on  each  ton  marketed  between  110  and  120 
per  cent,  of  the  base  will  be  at  the  rate  of  $3  per  ton. 

Small  growers  may  market  up  to  100  tons  without 
penalty,  but  if  they  wish  to  increase  their  marketings 
by  as  much  as  20  per  cent,  of  their  base  production 
and  this  totals  more  than  100  tons,  then  the  deduc- 
tion provisions  apply  to  the  marketings  in  excess  of 
the  base  production. 

Growers  whose  acreage  is  no  greater  than  the  acre- 
age required  with  average  yields  to  produce  their  base 
production  will  be  certified  for  benefit  payments  at 
this  time.  Final  1934  and  first  1935  benefit  payments 
to  growers  with  a  larger  acreage  will  be  withheld,  and 
these  payments,  less  the  deductions  on  excess  sales, 
if  any,  together  with  the  final  1935  payment,  will  be 
made  if  and  when  it  is  determined  that  the  quantity 
sold  does  not  exceed  that  quantity  permitted  under 
the  contract  and  administrative  rulings. 

The  rulings  also  provide  that  a  producer  who  con- 
trols one  or  more  farms  which  are  covered  by  sepa- 
rate contracts  may  elect  to  have  the  compliance  under 
all  contracts  determined  in  the  same  way  it  would 
have  been  determined  if  all  of  the  farms  had  been  put 
under  one  contract,  provided  all  interested  parties, 
including  the  landowner  and  tenants,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  parish  control  committee,  enter  into  a 
special   compliance   agreement   accepting  this   change. 


For  successful  and  economical 

Operation  of  your  Plants 

always  insist  on 

GARGOYLE  and  MAGNOLIA 

LUBRICANTS 


MAGNOLIA  PETROLEUM  COMPANY 

Louisiana  District  Office 

SHREVEPORT,  LA. 

Agencies  throughout  Louisiana's  Famous  Sugar  Bowl 
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HERE  IT  IS 

A  GENUINE  FRUEHAUF  CANE  TRAILER  WITH  FEATURES  OFFERED  BY  NO  OTHER. 


1 — Detachable  body. 

2 — Trailer  has  springs. 

3 — Genuine  FRUEHAUF  fifth  wheel. 

4 — Best  of  all,  genuine  FRUEHAUF  I-beam  axle  2Vijx3%  Chrome  Molybdenum  steel. 

A  trailer  will  be  located  near  you.    Drop  us  a  card,  our  field  representative  will  call  on  you. 
With  each  request  a  folder  giving  data  on  our  axle  will  be  mailed. 

Fruehauf  Trailer  Company—3^  5^, ALT. 


OUR  "P  O  J"  CANE  WAGON 


A.  M.  BERNARD  WAGON  WORKS,  Inc. 

Manufacturers  of 

HEAVY  AND  LIGHT  WAGONS,  CARTS,  DRAYS,  ETC. 

Also  of  White  Oak  and  Hickory  Spokes,  Cart  and  Wagon  Axles,  Rims  and  Hubs 
CART  AND  WAGON  MATERIALS,  STUBBLE  SHAVER  BLADES 

WE  SPECIALIZE   IN   ALL   CLASSES  OF   PLANTATION   WORK 

Telephone  39  NEW  IBERIA,  LA. 
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Field  Day  at  Baton  Rouge 

I  wish  to  announce  the  Annual  Sugar  Plant- 
ers' Field  Day  to  be  held  at  Baton  Rouge  on 
Thursday,  September  19,  and  to  request  you 
and  your  associates  and  friends  to  attend. 

In  the  morning  an  inspection  of  the  Station 
fields  will  be  made.  We  will  be  gl'ad  to  show 
you  plant  cane,  first  and  second  stubble  of  all 
newly  released  varieties  of  sugar  canes,  and 
also  our  rotation  work  and  other  experiments. 
In  addition,  we  expect  to  have  demonstrations 
by  leading  tractor  manufacturers  of  the  latest 
in    tractor    equipment,    including    rubber    tires. 

In    the    afternoon    there    will    be    a    general 
meeting  devoted  to  a  series  of  short  talks  on 
the  various  phases   of  sugar  cane  production. 
Very  truly  yours, 

E.  C.  SIMON, 
Assistant,  Sugar  Cane  Investigations. 

Light  Borer  Occurrence  in  1935 

By  W.  E.  Hinds  and  B.  A.  Osterberger, 
Louisiana  Experiment  Station 
Ten  years  ago  the  cane  growers  of  Louisiana  were 
experiencing  the  most  disastrous  outbreak  of  sugar- 
cane borer  ever  recorded.  The  most  competent  au- 
thorities estimated  that  the  borers  destroyed  approxi- 
mately one-third  of  the  cane  crop  of  that  season.  On 
hundreds  of  acres  the  crop  was  a  total  loss.  The  un- 
precedented multiplication  of  borers  during  the  sea- 
son of  1925  has  never  been  clearly  explained.  The 
experiment  station  entomologists  were  not  working  on 
the   cane  borer   problem   until   the   fall   of   1925    and 


therefore  we  have  no  authentic  records  for  compari- 
son with  those  of  1935. 

In  contrast  with  the  1925  conditions,  we  are  expe- 
riencing this  season  what  promises  to  be  the  lightest 
borer  infestation  occurring  since  1924,  and  possibly 
during  a  much  longer  period  than  this.  Some  factors 
in  producing  the  present  light  general  infestation  can, 
we  believe,  be  given  at  this  time.  Even  a  partial  ex- 
planation of  the  present  situation  may  be  of  interest 
to  cane  growers. 

We  know  that  a  fairly  heavy  borer  population  en- 
tered hibernation  in  the  cane  tops  left  following  the 
harvest  of  the  1934  crop  and  also  in  old  dried  corn 
stalks  which  are  generally  left  standing  through  the 
winter.  Our  records  from  stalks  and  tops  examined 
between  the  first  of  January  and  the  first  of  March 
show  that  for  2695  pieces  there  were  present  2901 
empty  pupal  skins  left  by  moths  emerging  before  hi- 
bernation time.  Borer  stages  actually  entering  hiber- 
nation numbered  671,  or  a  ratio  of  one  hibernating 
stage  per  four  corn  stalks  or  cane  tops  in  the  fields 
examined. 

At  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Experiment  Station  a  close 
record  is  kept  on  climatic  conditions  prevailing  through 
the  year.  An  unusual  cold  wave  swept  over  the  en- 
tire cane  belt  on  December  10  to  13,  1934,  when 
minimum  temperatures  ranged  between  18  and  21 
degrees  F.  At  Baton  Rouge  there  occurred  44  hours 
of  freezing  temperature  during  this  period.  This  cold 
wave  occurred  during  a  period  of  dry  weather 
throughout  the  cane  belt.  That  this  first  cold  wave, 
which  was  dry  but  unusually  severe,  did  not  cause 
any  unusual  mortality  among  borer  larvae  in  hi- 
bernation, is  shown  by  the  fact  that  from  stalk  ex- 
aminations made  during  the  first  three  weeks  of 
(Continued  on  page  24) 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 

SUGAR  BROKERS 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 
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PENICK  &  FORD  SALES  CO.  INC 


Buyers  and  Sellers 


OF 


Syrups  and  Molasses 


1449  Canal  Bank  Bldg.        -        -        -       -        New  Orleans,  La. 


PRADAT  &  DOUGLAS 

PUBLIC 

WEIGHERS  AND  GAUGERS 

237  NORTH  PETERS  STREET    -   -   NEW  ORLEANS,  LA 

Phone  MAin  1354 

Prompt  and  accurate  handlers  of  Sugar,  Rice, 
Sisal,  Nitrate  of  Soda;  measuring  logs  and 
other  commodities. 

We  Specialize  in  Weighing  of  Cargoes 
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January  over  60  per  cent,  of  the  borer  larvae  were 
found  alive. 

In  January,  1935,  a  very  warm  period  occurred  at 
the  middle  of  the  month  with  maximum  temperatures 
ranging  between  80  and  85  degrees  on  the  20th.  This 
warm  spell  was  followed  by  heavy  rains  and  a  sudden 
cold  wave  with  freezing  temperatures  on  five  suc- 
cessive days  and  with  an  unusual  fall  of  snow  and 
sleet.  Minimum  temperatures  of  17  to  19  degrees 
occurred  through  the  main  portion  of  the  cane  belt. 
At  Baton  Rouge  recording  thermometers  showed  62 
hours  of  freezing  temperatures  and  a  rainfall  of  over 
3.5  inches  occurred. 

Following  this  second  severe  freeze  of  the  season 
the  examinations  of  cane  top  trash  and  of  corn  stalks 
were  more  extensive.  Between  January  24  and  March 
18  some  2000  pieces  were  carefully  examined.  In  this 
large  lot  the  ratio  of  hibernating  stages  (excluding  all 
pupal  skins)  to  stalks  examined  was  one  stage  per 
3.5  stalks.  Among  570  borer  stages  found  during  this 
period  only  21,  or  3.7  per  cent.,  were  living  and  most 
of  the  living  stages  were  found  in  old  corn  stalks. 
Cane  top  trash  had  been  so  thoroughly  burned  in 
most  fields  that  it  was  difficult  to  find  top  remnants 
for  examination.  Unquestionably  this  burning  was 
also  an  important  factor  in  destroying  borer  stages. 

These  records  indicate  clearly  the  direct  and  very 
effective  destruction  of  borer  stages  by  this  very  un- 
usual period  of  cold  accompanied  by  and  following 
heavy  rainfall.  This  mortality  is  quite  independent  of 
the  effect  of  flooding  or  the  accumulated  excess  of 
rainfall  through  a  period  of  several  winter  months. 
In  fact  the  average  rainfall  for  the  State  during  De- 
cember, January  and  February  was  3.10  inches  below 
normal.    It  was  during  this  unusually  dry  period  that 


most  of  the  borer  mortality  occurred.  The  severe 
freeze  of  January  with  accompanying  heavy  rainfall 
appears  to  have  been  by  far  the  most  important  cli- 
matic control  combination  occurring  during  the  past 
winter. 

These  climatic  conditions  did  not  have  a  similar 
effect  in  reducing  the  natural  hibernation  of  the  borer 
egg  parasite,  Trie  ho  gramma  minutum.  Previous  ex- 
periments have  shown  us  conclusively  that  Tricho- 
gramma  in  its  developmental  stages  within  host  eggs 
is  not  decreased  in  survival  or  emergence  by  the  oc- 
currence of  temperatures  as  low  as  18  degrees  F. 
However,  under  outdoor  conditions  the  developmental 
period  for  Trichogramma  may  be  extended  to  more 
than  six  weeks  for  a  generation. 

During  April,  1935,  it  appeared  clearly  that  climatic 
conditions,  and  cane  and  corn  growth  conditions, 
were  not  as  favorable  as  they  usually  seem  to  be  for 
the  establishment  and  development  of  the  borer  lar- 
vae hatching  from  eggs  laid  by  over-wintered  moths. 
Early  in  April  we  found  that  Trichogramma  parasites 
were  developing  in  considerable  numbers  in  the  eggs 
of  the  corn  ear  worm,  or  tomato  fruit  worm  (Helio- 
this  obsoleta)  and  the  eggs  of  the  tomato  horn  on 
tomatoes,  especially  around  Baton  Rouge.  By  the 
middle  of  April  these  parasitized  eggs  were  quite 
abundant  around  gardens  but  no  parasitism  could  be 
found  in  cane  borer  eggs  on  corn  or  cane  until  after 
the  middle  of  May.  One  of  the  notable  facts  of  1935 
has  been  the  usually  high  percentage  of  parasitism 
found  among  borer  eggs  on  corn  or  cane,  and  the 
general  distribution  of  this  parasitism,  in  spite  of  the 
unusually  small  number  of  borer  eggs  batches  which 
were  present.  Undoubtedly  this  high  egg  parasitism 
has  also  been  an  important  factor  in  reducing  borer 
development  during  this  season. 


Announcing: 


It  is  with  considerable  pleasure  that  we  announce 
the  appointment  of  representatives  in  the  State 
of  Louisiana — 

Southern   Engineering  <S»  Sales  Company 
Baton  Rouge,  La. 

Mr!.  Glenn  H.  Holloway,  well  known  to  many  sugar  planters,  will  welcome 
your  inquiries  on  SQUIER  Milling  Equipment,  Evaporators,  centrifugals,  Crys- 
tallizers  and  Dryers;  and  on  our  entire  line  of  Sugar  Mill  Equipment. 

Mr.  Holloway  hopes  to  give  you  the  benefit  of  a  broad  experience  in  the  sugar 
field. -  Inquiries  directed  to  him  will  have  prompt  attention. 

THE  GEO.  L  SQUIER  MFG.  CO., 

Buffalo,  New  York 


sou 
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Better  Cane  Syrups 

CAN  BE  PRODUCED 
BY  USING 

CONVERTIT 

}phehighly  concentrated  invertase  of  standardized  activity^ 

Convertit  makes  it  possible  for  you  to  produce  syrups 
of  high  density  that  will  not  "sugar". 

Convertit  also  helps  to  check  fermentation. 

Convertit  is  not  a  chemical  nor  a  "dope" — It  is  a  yeast 
enzyme,  the  use  of  which  is  recognized  by  the  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

The    Nulomoline    Company 

Exclusive  Distributors  of  Convertit 

109-111  Wall  Street  New  York  City 


We  will  supply  working 
instructions  together 
with  quotations  and 
other  information  — 
Write  us  today. 


ALLIS-CHALMERS  SPECIAL  CANE  TRACTORS 
THOMPSON  IMPLEMENTS  and  CANE  WAGONS 

FOR 

Plowing    -    Cultivating    - 


Hauling 


Low  Cost,  High  Speed  Hauling,  with  Allis-Chalmers    Tractors    and    Thompson    Wagons    saves 
time  and  money  for  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Planters. 

THOMPSON  MACHINERY  COMPANY,  Inc. 

DISTRIBUTORS  LABADIEVILLE,  LA* 
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Field  Varieties  for  1935  Fall 
Planting 

(By  C.  B.  Gouaux,  Cane  Specialist, 
Louisiana  Experiment  Station) 

With  the  approaching  fall  season,  which  marks  the 
opening  of  new  work  on  the  1936  crop,  the  sugar 
planters'  interest  is  centered  on  agricultural  improve- 
ments that  will  lower  cost  of  production  and  give  bet- 
ter results.  The  land  preparation  operations  which 
are  already  well  under  way  and  in  some  cases  com- 
pleted, are  costly  but  very  important  work.  The  rec- 
ommendations on  soil  preparation  given  on  page  six 
in  Extension  Circular  No.  151,  are  very  appropriate 
and  can  be  best  emphasized  by  quoting  same: 

"In  order  to  utilize  the  soil  productive  power  in 
growing  crops,  we  must  do  the  mechanical  work  nec- 
essary to  insure  a  good  seedbed.  This  work  on  our 
part,  should  begin  by  thoroughly  breaking  or  turning 
under  the  legume  crop.  It  is  a  well-known  adage  that 
a  crop  planted  on  a  thoroughly  prepared  seedbed  is 
half  cultivated  before  the  seed  germinates.  For  this 
reason  where  tractor  power  is  not  available,  four 
mule  plows  should  be  used  wherever  possible  to  in- 
sure proper  breaking  of  land.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
we  skimp  in  the  preparation  of  our  seedbed  this  neg- 
ligence forces  us  to  plow  after  the  crop  has  begun  to 
develop  its  root  system,  and  at  best,  we  can  never 
bring  about  the  state  of  tilth  which  is  inducive  to  good 
crop  production.  Along  with  soil  preparation,  drain- 
age is  of  maximum  importance.  Without  drainage 
good  tilth  cannot  be  maintained;  a  healthy  root  sys- 
tem cannot  be  developed;  soil  fertility  will  be  lost, 
and  poor  crops  produced.   In  the  preparation  or  in  the 


RUBBER    TIRED    WHEELS 

Fop  Cane  Wagons,  Cane  Carts,  Tractors  and  other 
Farm  Implements.  Can  be  furnished  for  replace- 
ment on  old  equipment.  Also  Steel  Tired  Wheels 
and  Axles. 

ELECTRIC  Cane  Wagons  have  served  the  sugar 
industry  for  over  25  years.    Write  for  catalogs. 

ELECTRIC     WHEEL     COMPANY, 
Dept.    S.    B.,    Quincy,    Illinois 


plowing  of  our  first  bottom  soils,  depth  is  regulated 
by  the  power  we  can  afford  to  use.  On  the  thinner 
soils  of  the  western  section  we  must  not  go  too  deeply 
into  the  raw  subsoil  during  any  one  year;  however, 
even  on  these  thin  soils  we  can  gradually  plow  into 
the  subsoil  until  we  have  made  surface  soil  to  the 
desired  depth." 

In  preparing  lands  for  fall  planting,  it  is  very  im- 
portant to  have  necessary  areas  in  readiness  for  Sep- 
tember 20,  to  take  care  of  varieties  like  Co.  281,  C.  P. 
28-19  and  C.  P.  29-320,  that  respond  well  to  early 
planting.  The  rest  of  the  land  should  be  available 
for  the  first  two  weeks  of  October,  for  varieties  like 
C.  P.  28-11,  Co.  290  and  C.P.  807. 

Selection  of  Seed  Cane. 

The  matter  of  proper  selection  of  sound  and 
healthy  seed  cane  is  of  great  importance  for  all  varie- 
ties. It  is  a  good  safeguard  and  quite  worth  while 
with  the  newly  released  varieties.  Co.  281  which  is 
one  of  our  most  valuable  canes,  is  showing  very  heavy 
infestations  of  mosaic  disease  in  the  lower  areas  of 
the  cane  belt,  and  there  is  also  a  considerable  amount 
of  mosaic  disease  in  the  Co.  290  variety  in  certain 
areas.  It  is  of  paramount  importance  to  select  for 
seed  cane  purposes,  vigorous  growing  stalks,  prefer- 
ably plant  cane,  that  is  as  free  as  possible  from  mo- 
saic disease  and  cane  borer  damages. 
Field  Varieties. 

For  the  past  several  years,  the  P.O.J,  varieties  have 
been  losing  in  importance  as  standard  field  canes. 
The  P.O.J,  canes  have  been  definitely  proven  to  be 
quite  inferior  to  other  varieties  now  under  cultivation 
and  are  not  recommended  for  further  planting.  The 
following  six  commercial  field  varieties,  Co.  281,  Co. 
290,  C.P.  28-11,  C.P.  28-19,  C.P.  807  and  C.P.  29-320 
are  quite  superior  to  the  P.O.J,  canes.  These  varie- 
ties are  recommended  for  commercial  field  planting 
for  the  fall  of  1935.  There  will  be  somewhat  limited 
amounts  of  seed  cane  of  the  recently  released  C.P. 
29-320  variety  for  this  fall,  and  it  is  highly  advisable 
that  plantings  be  made  on  the  best  well  drained  soils. 

There  are  considerable  differences  in  the  importance 
of  these  varieties  in  the  various  sections  of  the  cane 
belt.  On  account  of  these  variations  which  are  due 
mostly  to  differences  in  types  of  soils  and  climatic 
conditions,  the  important  varieties  will  be  classified 
for  the  five  representative  sections  of  the  cane  belt 
in  accordance  with  their  performance  on  the  various 
soil  types. 

1.  Upper  Mississippi  river  and  Atchafalaya  river 
sections  (parishes  of  West  Baton  Rouge,  East  Baton 
Rouge,  Iberville,  Ascension,  and  lower  parts  of  Pointe 
CouDee  and  St.  Landry). 

"Sandy  land":  Co.  281,  C.P.  28-19  and  C.P.  29-320. 
Heavy  mixed  and  black  lands:  C.P.  28-11  and  Co. 
290. 

2.  Lower  Mississippi  river  section  (parishes  of 
Assumption,  St.  James,  St.  John,  St.  Charles,  La- 
fourche and  Terrebonne). 

"Sandy  land":  Co.  281.  C.P.  28-19  and  C.P.  29-320. 
Heavy  mixed  and  black  lands:  C.P.  28-11,  Co.  290 
and  C.P.  807. 

3.  Western  section  (St.  Mary,  Iberia  and  St.  Mar- 
tin  parishes). 

Lipht  fertile  soils:  Co.  281,  C.P.  28-19  and  C.P. 
29-320. 

All  lands  of  moderate  fertility:  Co.  290. 

4      Lafavette  and  Vermilion  parishes. 

Best  lands:  Co.  281,  C.P.  28-19  and  C.P.  29-320. 

AH  lands  of  moderate  fertility:  Co.  290. 
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Thin  poor  lands:  C.P.  28-11  and  C.P.  807. 

5.  Red  river  section  (Avoyelles,  Rapides,  West 
Feliciana,  and  upper  portions  of  St.  Landry  and 
Pointe  Coupee). 

"Sandy  lands":  Co.  281,  C.P.  28-19  and  C.P. 
29-320. 

Heavy  mixed  and  low  lands:   CP.  28-11. 
C.P.  28-11,  C.P.  28-19  and  C.P.  29-320. 

The  three  new  varieties,  C.P.  28-11,  C.P.  28-19  and 
C.P.  29-320,  are  early  maturing  and  under  favorable 
conditions  are  capable  of  producing  good  field  yields 
as  plant  cane  and  stubble.  C.P.  28-19  and  C.P.  29-320 
are  definitely  good  land  canes,  while  C.P.  28-11 
which  also  makes  an  excellent  growth  on  good  lands, 
is  well  suited  to  black  lands.  C.P.  28-11  is  very  sus- 
ceptible to  cane  borers  and  windstorm  damages,  while 
on  the  other  hand  it  is  very  resistant  to  stubble  de- 
terioration, "Red  Rot"  and  mosaic  diseases.  It  can 
be  used  very  advantageously  to  replace  C.P.  807  on 


the  heavier  poorly  drained  soils. 

On  very  fertile  soils  C.P.  28-19  will  lodge,  while 
C.P.  29-320  is  very  erect  growing  and  not  subject  to 
lodging.  Both  C.P.  28-19  and  C.P.  29-320,  like  Co. 
281,  respond  well  to  good  cultivation  and  during  the 
early  spring  at  the  proper  time  the  dirt  should  be 
carefully  removed  from  the  plant  cane  to  facilitate 
germination  and  insure  good  stands. 
Co.   281 

The  Co.  281  variety  is  one  of  our  most  valuable 
commercial  field  varieties.  Although  it  is  a  little  later 
maturing  than  P.O.J.  234,  it  has  consistently  been 
equally  as  good  from  a  sucrose  standpoint,  and  has 
given   higher  field  yields   as   plant  cane   and   stubble. 

This  variety  is  best  adapted  to  the  fertile  soils  and 
responds  well  to  good  cultivation.  Where  soil  condi- 
tions have  not  been  up  to  standard,  applications  of 
about  18  pounds  of  readily  available  nitrogen  per  acre 
on  plant  cane,  applied  early  in  the  spring,  have  given 


Reserve  Refinery 
Reserve,  La. 


Raceland  Factory 
Raceland,  La. 


GODCHAUX  SUGARS,  Inc. 

Producers  and  Refiners       Domestic  and  Foreign  Sugars 


MAIN    OFFICE 

10th  Floor 

Masonic  Temple  Bldg. 

New    Orleans,    La. 


Godchaux's  Sugars  and  Syrups 


CHAS.  WIGGIN  &  SON 

MECHANICAL    ENGINEERS 


NEW  and  USED  SUGAR  MACHINERY 


CASTAGNOS  CANE  LOADER 
CASTAGNOS  STUBBLE  SHAVER 
MARSHALL  — WIGGIN  DOUBLE 
SYSTEM  ROTARY  CANE  KNIVES 


329  Baiter  Building 


NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 
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USE 


Bull  Dog  Special 


12-8-0 

Davison-Pick  Fertilizers,  Inc. 

P.  O.  BOX  S66  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 


L.  A.  BORNE 

MULES  AND  HORSES  FOR  EVERY 
PURPOSE 

A  Supply  of  Sugar  Mules  on  Hand  at 
AH  Times 


Service   and  Satisfaction   Guaranteed 


Phone  323  RACELAND,  LA. 

Barn  located  at  Bowie,  La. 
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very  satisfactory  results.  Co.  281  has  given  best  re- 
sults on  "sandy  lands"  of  the  Mississippi  river  and 
Red  river  sections,  and  on  the  better  lands  of  the 
Teche  and  western  areas. 

Co.  281  is  an  excellent  cane  for  mill  windrowing, 
being  superior  to  all  other  varieties.  From  this  im- 
portant standpoint,  it  should  be  planted  for  late  mill- 
ing as  a  safeguard  against  early  bud-killing  freezes. 
When  this  cane  has  attained  a  satisfactory  sucrose 
content,  windrowing  before  severe  freezes  is  most  im- 
portant and  advantageous. 

Co.  290. 

The  Co.  290  variety  has  given  best  results  in  the 
Teche  and  western  sections,  also  on  the  heavy  mixed 
and  black  lands  of  the  lower  Mississippi  river  section. 
It  has  been  low  in  sucrose  yields  in  the  upper  Mis- 
sissippi river  and  Red  river  sections.  The  Experiment 
Station  recommendation  of  planting  this  variety  on 
lands  that  are  of  moderate  fertility  should  be  closely 
observed. 

Co.  290  produces  excellent  field  yields  as  plant  cane 
and  stubble  and  matures  about  mid-season.  It  is  eco- 
nomical to  cultivate,  harvest  and  mill,  and  responds 
well  to  intelligent  topping  during  the  harvesting  pe- 
riod. Co.  290  responds  well  to  fall  planting  and 
should  never  be  planted  in  the  spring. 
C.  P.  807 

The  C.P.  807  variety,  like  Co.  290,  has  given  its 
best  results  in  the  Teche  and  western  sections,  and 
on  the  heavier  soil  types  of  the  lower  Mississippi  river 
section.  It  has  been  unsatisfactory  from  a  sucrose 
standpoint  in  the  upper  Mississippi  river  and  Red 
river  areas.  It  is  a  heavy  tonnage  cane,  very  resist- 
ant to  mosaic  disease,  but  susceptible  to  "Red  Rot" 
disease.  C.P.  807  is  economical  to  cultivate,  but  is 
more  costly  to  harvest  and  mill  than  Co.  290.  On 
account  of  these  serious  disadvantages,  Co.  290  is 
recommended  in  preference  to  C.P.  807  in  the  Teche 
and  western  sections  and  on  lands  of  moderate  fer- 
tility in  the  lower  Mississippi  river  areas. 

The  matter  of  planning  a  well  balanced  fall  plant- 
ing program,  and  utilizing  the  varieties  that  will  give 
the  best  response  on  the  different  soil  types  is  of  vital 
importance  to  all  cane  growers.  It  is  not  advisable  to 
plant  too  large  a  proportion  of  Co.  290,  a  mid-season 
cane,  which  under  adverse  early  severe  freeze  con- 
ditions would  very  probably  result  in  very  serious 
losses.  The  planting  program  should  be  balanced  so 
as  to  include  a  sufficient  amount  of  Co.  281  to  provide 
the  necessary  insurance  against  early  freezes,  and  to 
have  sufficient  early  maturing  varieties  like  C.P. 
28-11,  C.P.  28-19  and  C.P.  29-320  to  assure  an  early 
start  of  the  milling  operations. 


WARREN    KEARNY 


E.    NEWTON    KEARNY 


Established  1886 


J.  WATTS  KEARNY  &  SONS 


Sugar  House  and  Mill  Supplies 


512-530    SOUTH    PETERS     ST. 


NEW    ORLEANS 
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R.  J.  LeGardeur 


Frank  Youngman 


R.  J.  LEGARDEUR  &  COMPANY 

CERTIFIED  PUBLIC  ACCOUNTANTS 

Specializing  in  accounting  for  cane  plan- 
tation  and  sugar  manufacturing   and 
consultants  in  all  Federal  Tax 
matters. 


803  Baronne  Building        NEW  ORLEANS 
305  Baronne  St.  Phone  Raymond  3006 


BARTLETT  CHEMICALS,  INC. 

Formerly 

AUBREY  BARTLETT 

917-25  Tchoupitoulas  St. 
NEW  ORLEANS,  U.S.A. 

DEALERS   IN 

INDUSTRIAL  CHEMICALS 

SPECIALIZING  IN 

SUGAR  FACTORY  REQUIREMENTS 

MURIATIC  ACID       PHOSPHORIC  ACID 

CAUSTIC  SODA  Paste 

LIME  Liquid  Clarifier 

SODA  ASH  Ortho 

ROLL  SULPHUR 


LABORATORY  SUPPLIES 
AND  CHEMICALS 


We  are   prepared   to   fill   your   orders   at 
lowest  market  prices. 


I.  L.  LYONS  &  CO.,  LTD. 


800  Tchoupitoulas  St. 


New  Orleans 


Chalmette  Petroleum 
Corporation 

Refiners,  Distributors  and  Exporters 

of 

Petroleum  and  its  Products 

Refineries  and  Export  Stations 

Chalmette,  La.  Frellsen,  La. 

Plaquemine,  La. 

American  Bank  Bldg.       New  Orleans,  La. 
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R.  J.  TRICON  COMPANY 

ENGINEERS  —  DESIGNERS 


Cane  Handling  &  Sugar  House  Equipment 


Power   Transmission,    Conveying   and 
Elevating    Equipment 


DISTRIBUTORS 


LINK-BELT    COMPANY 

B.  F.  GOODRICH  RUBBER  CO. 
619  S.  Peters  St.         Phone  RAymond  5228 


ALL  INSURANCE  ON  THE 

Laboratory  Buildings 

Erected  by 

The  AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE 

for  the  use  of 

THE   U.   S.   DEPT.   OF   AGRICULTURE 

at  Houma,  La. 
has  been  placed  with 

Robert  Gottschalk,  inc. 

914    UNION    ST.,    NEW    ORLEANS 


Specialists  in  Sugar  Factory  Insurance 

Let  us  show  you  how  to  save  money  on 
your  policies. 


ARUSTCO 

RUST  PREVENTATIVE  PAINT 
"ARUSTCO"  Paints  provide  a  durable,  impervi- 
ous,  and  flexible  paint  film,  which  not  only  ef- 
fectually protects  surfaces  against  decay  and  corro- 
sion, but  actually  inhibits  rust.  It  stops  rust  be- 
fore it  starts.  Its  long  life  means  economy.  It  ad- 
heres tightly  to  any  clean  surface  without  any 
checking,  peeling  or  rubbing  off. 

Will  dry  within  eight  to  ten  hours,  resulting  in 
a  smooth  and  glossy  finish. 

Covers  600  to  800  square  feet  of  surface  per 
gallon,  approximately  twice  as  great  as  ordinary 
paints.  Has  excellent  hiding  power  and  its  spread- 
ing power  results  in  low  cost  per  square.  Works 
with  ease  under  the  brush. 

Practical  tests  have  proven  "ARUSTCO"  quality. 

ANTI-RUST  PAINT   COMPANY 

510  Felicity  Street,  New  Orleans,  La. 


Established   1871 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO., 

Inc. 

AMERICAN    BANK    BLDG.,    NEW    ORLEANS, 

LA. 

Distributors 

SUGAR  AND  MOLASSES 

DIRECT   WIRE   SERVICE   TO   NEW  YORK 

ALL  CLASSES  OF 

SUGAR   MACHINERY 
REPAIRED 


Specialists  in  the  rebuilding  of  Crusher  Rolls 


THIBODAUX  BOILER  WORKS,  INC. 

THIBODAUX,  LA. 


C.  C.  MATTINGLY 

DEALER  IN   MULES  OF  ALL  CLASSES 
(The  Mattingly  guarantee  has  been  good 

for  75  years.) 

Thibodaux,  La. 


TRICHOGRAMMA 

LA.    EXPR.    STATION    STRAIN 
Write   for  Information 

California   Insectaries,    Inc. 


1613    W.    Glenoaks, 


A.    L.    DUGAS 
La.     State    Rep. 
Centorrille,   La.  Glendale,    Calif. 
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STAUFFER,  ESHLEMAN  &  CO.,  LTD. 

NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 

Wholesale  Hardware 
AGRICULTURAL  IMPLEMENTS 

Distributors  for  Minneapolis  Moline 
Implements  and  Studebaker  Cane  Gears 


FULTON  BAGS 

The  Standard  for  63  Years 

SUGAR  BAGS 

FULTON  BAG  &  COTTON  MILLS 

NEW   ORLEANS 


Phones  MAin  0696-0697 


Established  1871 


HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  Inc. 

Brokers  and  Distributors 
SUGAR  and   MOLASSES 

SUGAR  FUTURES 

American  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La. 


Gay,  Sullivan  &  Co.,  Inc. 
SUGAR 

COW  PEAS— FERTILIZERS 

207  North  Peters  St.       NEW  ORLEANS,  U- S.  A. 


E.  A.  RAINOLD,  INC. 

Foreign  and  Domestic 
Sugar  and  Molasses  Brokers 

201  Nola  Building— 407  Carondelet  St. 
Phone  MAin  0679  NEW  ORLEANS,  LA. 


PENIGK  &  FORD  SALES  COMPANY,  INC. 

Canal  Bank  Building 

NEW   ORLEANS 

BUYERS     OF     ALL     GRADES 

OF  SYRUPS  AND   MOLASSES 


STANDARD  SUPPLY  AND 
HARDWARE  CO.,  INC. 

NEW   ORLEANS,  LA. 
Pipe,  Boiler  Tubes,  Valves,   Fittings 

ALL  KINDS  OF  SUGAR  FACTORY  SUPPLIES 


LE  BOURGEOIS  BROKERAGE  CO.,  INC. 

Sugar  Brokers 

203  Levert  Bldg.,  823  Perdido  Street 

Phones  RA  0618 — RA  0619 

NEW  ORLEANS 


AERO 

CYANAMID 


AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 

39  Rockefeller  Plaza  New  York 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES  CO. 

OF   LOUISIANA 

PERE  MARQUETTE  BLDG.       NEW  ORLEANS 

Always  in  the  Market  for  All  Grades  of  Molasses 
and  Syrups 

Submit   Your  Offerings 
Correspondence  Invited 


Use  RED  BALL  and  CONCO 

Brands  of  Pure   Food  Products 

Distributed  by 

CONSOLIDATED  COMPANIES,  INC. 

Plaquemine,   La. 

and  all  its  Branches 


H.  J.  MULLIGAN 

Certified  Public  Accountant 

Audits  Systems 

Federal  Income  Tax  Service 

736  Canal  Bank  Bldg.  New  Orleans,  La- 

Telephone  MAin  6467 


WILLIAM  L.  OWEN 

Consulting  Bacteriologist 

Author  of  Standard  Treatises  on  Sugar 

Deterioration. 
Authority     on     Sugar     Storage,     Sugar 

Analysis  and  Appraisal  of  Sugar  for 

Storage. 


Consultant  for  the 
LUMMUS  COMPANY 

Builders  of  Complete  Alcohol  and  Rum  Plants 


PHONE  4577 
1504  Florida  St.       BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 
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AERO 
CYANAMID 

HAS    THE     BEST 

RESIDUAL  EFFECT 

OF    ANY 

NITROGEN  CARRIER 

k  ON    THE 

MARKET 


AERO' 

CYANAMID 


IS  THE  SUPERIOR 


CANE    FERTILIZER 


It  supplies  a  high  percentage  of  available  nitrogen 
It  sweetens  the  soil  and  destroys  soil  acids 
It  holds  fast  to  the  soil,  and  is  not  washed  out  by  rains 
It  has  the  best  residual  effect  of  any  nitrogen  carrier 

^Aero'  Cyanamid  has  proved  its  efficiency  as  a  source  of 
nitrogen  not  only  for  cane  but  for  corn,  cotton,  oats, 
vegetables,  and  other  crops.  Its  field  performance  has  gained 
for  it  an  enviable  reputation  in  the  Louisiana  cane  belt. 

For    prices    and    other    information,    write    or 
phone  our  representative,   H.  R.   Kelly,   542   St. 
Peter  Street,  New  Orleans,  La.    Phone  Main  5174. 


AMERICAN    CYANAMID    COMPANY 

Manufacturers  of  "Aero"  Cyanamid,  "Ammo-Phos,"  and  Granular  Super  Phosphate 

30  Rockefeller  Plaza  NEW  YORK,  N.  Y. 


Cyanamid  is  NITROGEN  plus  LIME 


iBMl 

■■ 
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